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Letter O1. Signatory — Greater Toluca Lake
Neighborhood Council

Response to Comment O1-1

As described in Section 1.3 of the Draft EIR, one of the objectives of
the IRP is meet the projected wastewater system needs of the City of
Los Angeles and its contract agencies. To meet this objective, the
City must provide adequate wastewater conveyance and treatment to
ensure public health and safety of all system users and of the public
as a whole. One of the purposes of NEIS II and GBIS is to provide
hydraulic relief to the existing NOS, which conveys wastewater
flows from the San Fernando Valley, including wastewater generated
in the Cities of Burbank and Glendale, to one or more treatment
plants. Because these new sewers would relieve flows in the NOS,
they must be located in the vicinity of the existing NOS. The NEIS II
and GBIS alignments described in Sections 2.2.1.9 and 2.2.1.10,
respectively, of the Draft EIR are considered reasonable alignments
because they are generally located in the vicinity of the existing
NOS, they would provide hydraulic relief to the NOS, and would
directly meet the objective of protecting public health and safety for
the areas served by the NOS. In addition, sewers are a key
infrastructure that supports every type of land use in the City;
therefore, sewers are sited close to where wastewater is generated,
which means sewers are located in residential, commercial, and/or
industrial areas.

Specific to Toluca Lake, the portion of the existing NOS in the
Toluca Lake area extends beneath Valley Spring Lane, which is also
the proposed route for the GBIS South Alignment. The NOS was
built in the later 1930s and is in need of hydraulic relief and portions
will require rehabilitation. The City intends to rehabilitate the
existing NOS. However, because rehabilitation would reduce
hydraulic capacity, and hydraulic relief is imperative for the NOS,
construction of GBIS is needed before the existing NOS can be
rehabilitated.

Short-term construction associated with the Project Alternatives
would be disruptive to adjacent properties. As described in detail
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in Section 2.2.1.9 and Section 2.2.1.10 of the Draft EIR, however, a
majority of the construction (as well as operation) of the proposed
sewer infrastructure would occur belowground. The majority of
construction activities would be localized and occur at the shaft
sites, while limited surface construction impacts would occur at
various locations along the alignment associated with surface
grouting, maintenance holes, drop structures, diversion structures
and ATFs. All reasonable efforts have been made to reduce impacts
to the public and Section 3 of the Draft EIR discloses and mitigates
the impacts associated with construction, as appropriate. Refer to
Table ES-1 of the Executive Summary of the Draft EIR and Final
EIR for a summary of the potential impacts by resource area,
mitigation measures added to reduce impacts, and any impacts
remaining after mitigation, as detailed in Section 3 of the Draft EIR.

Regarding concerns about the potential for surface settlement during
construction of GBIS in the Toluca Lake area, there is always a
potential for settlement with underground construction, and although
mitigation measures will be applied to limit the potential for surface
settlement, a residual significant impact has been identified in
Section 3.9.3.3 of the Draft EIR. The detailed discussion of
settlement issues is under the Impact GEO-2 discussion on

page 3.9-52 of the Draft EIR. Based on the potential surface
settlement impacts, mitigation measures were required and described
on page 3.9.53 of the Draft EIR to minimize the potential for surface
settlement. However, even with mitigation, the potential for surface
settlement cannot be completely eliminated (see page 3.9-54 of Draft
EIR). The City has reassessed mitigation measure GEO-MM-2,
which limits surface settlement to 0.75-inch, and has added a goal to
further limit surface settlement along the tunnel to 0.50-inch, which
would further minimize the potential for surface settlement (see
Section 2 of this Final EIR). In addition, as described on page 3.9-53
of the Draft EIR, numerous other measures to control surface
settlement would be applied, including compaction grouting to fill
voids in the soil, grouting in advance of the tunnel to provide
adequate soil support, monitoring surface settlement along the
alignments, conducting preconstruction surveys of structures along
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the alignment, requiring tunnel monitoring during construction, and specifying types of tunneling machines that could further minimize the potential for
surface settlement. Using these measures, the City has successfully completed the construction of numerous large sewer tunneling projects with minimal
surface settlement impacts, including the North Outfall Relief Sewer (NORS), North Outfall Sewer - East Central Interceptor Sewer (NOS-ECIS), and the
Northeast Interceptor Sewer (NEIS). The MTA projects were different than the sewer projects. The MTA projects included dual (two) tunnels side by side,
larger diameter, shallower and used an open-shield tunneling machine. NEIS II and GBIS would be a single tunnel, would be deeper than the MTA
projects, and would use an earth pressure balance machine that would control potential for surface settlement and therefore generally pose less of a
potential for surface settlement than the past MTA projects. This method of limiting surface settlement has been applied successfully in the past with the
NORS, NOS-ECIS, and NEIS I sewers.

The Project Alternatives are an infrastructure improvement project. By providing relief to the existing NOS and a new sewer to the area, the GBIS
component would provide a benefit to the area and is critical for maintaining long-term sustainability of the local residential and business uses.

As mentioned above, similar to the existing NOS and other sewers (i.e., Valley Outfall Relief Sewer) and conveyance facilities in Valley Spring Lane, the
proposed sewer needs to be located in the vicinity of the users, which includes residential, as well as industrial and commercial land uses. As such, the
proposed NEIS II and GBIS alignments are appropriate and represent a reasonable range of options that meet the objectives and needs. For additional
information on the staff recommended GBIS Alignment, see Section 1.5.2.2 of this Final EIR. Comments noted.
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BOARD OF DIRECTORS

Clayton Cook
dJuatice Eaton
Stan Hyman
Steven Mayer
Scott Morris
Kevin Mulvey
Dorothy Sall
Jackie Sharp
L/ Norman Tyre
Keith Wheeler
David Zollman

Frank L. Zugelter

02-1

“Fravk H. 4

Councilman Thomas LaBonge ‘08 Angeles City Council
Council District # 4 Ferraro Chambers Rm 340
City of Los Angeles  Burbank City Council 200 N Main St

200 N Main St Rm 480 278 E Olive Ave Los Angeles CA 90012
L.os Angeles CA 90012 Burbank CA 91502

Dear Councillors and re: Glendale/Burbank Interceptor Sewer (GBIS)
Councilman LaBonge: per DRAFT MAP DATED MAR. 15, 2005

Since 2002 there have been ongoing Integrated Resources Plan [IRP] Steering
Group Workshop meetings regarding this project.  Although a stakeholder, and
presumably along with stakeholders who are residents within Toluca Lake, thev or
the Toluea [ake Homeowners' Association [TLHA] have never been informed or
invited or noticed to participate in these meetings even though our community will
be one of the most impacted by implementation of its present DRAFT formal.

On the noted DRAFT MAP DATED MAR. 15, 2005, there are three (3)
proposed sewer lines projected to go through Toluca Lake. In addition there are
four (4) PROPOSED “Air Treatment Facilities”™ surrounding Toluca Lake. This
will surely give the old saying “sweet smell of success™ a new meaning for Toluca
Lake residents,

We urge you to request that the sewer lines be re-routed, through areas of less
impact to the residents of Toluca Lake. Routings such as along Forest Lawn Drive
or glong the LA River all the way to the Tillman Plant are presently suggested for

review and implementation thereafter.

Cordially,

Z 7&%&-

Frank L. Zugelter, pres.

IC). Box 2013, Toluea Lake, California, 91610 - Phone: 818-769-3411
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Letter O2. Signatory — Toluca Lake
Homeowners Association

Response to Comment O2-1

Refer to response to comment O1 for a discussion of why the
existing NEIS II and GBIS alignments were chosen for analysis. As
described in detail in Section 2.2.1.10 of the Draft EIR, the GBIS
South Alignment would be under Forest Lawn Drive (between Zoo
Drive and Barham Boulevard). Regarding a Los Angeles River
alignment, see response to comment AJ31-2. In addition,

Section 1.5.2.2 of this Final EIR describes the staff recommended
GBIS Alignment, which would minimize impacts to residences in
Toluca Lake. Comment noted.
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Letter O5. Signatory — Mono Lake
Committee

Response to Comment O5-1

The dates for the public hearings were included in the Notice of
Availability for the Draft EIR. Refer to Section 1.3 of this Final EIR
for a detailed discussion of the public outreach and notice conducted
for the Draft EIR.

05-1
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Letter O6. Signatory — Lakeside Golf Club
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raullivan(@swdlaw.aet

February 27, 2006

Jawahar P. Shah

City of Los Angeles

Public Works, Bureau of Sanitation
Wastewater Engineering Services Division
2714 Media Center Drive

Los Angeles, CA 90065

Re: Comments of Lakeside Golf Club to Integrated Resources Plan, Draft
Environmental lmpact Report

Dear Mr. Shah:

These comments to the Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR} are submitted by

[ Sullivan Workman & Dee on behalf of the Lakeside Golf Club. Preliminarily we would like to

note that the GBIS south alignment would cause unavoidable significant adverse environmental
impacts to Lakeside Golf Club, the Toluca Lake and the residences which adjoin the lake. In this

letter we will point out some of the deficiencies that we perceive in the document.

The draft EIR does not describe the project in specific terms or state which of the
alternate routes is the preferred alternative. The draft EIR does not identify the depth of the
pipeline as 1t passes under the Lakeside clubhouse and Toluca Lake in the south alternative.
There 1s only a general statement that the pipeline depth will vary from 15 feet to 180 feet under
ground. The draft does not discuss the third altemative route in which the line would stay
beneath the Los Angeles river channel from the Barham pit to Woodbridge park. This route

would be preferable to erther the north alignment or the south alignment.

The goal of CEQA is to allow the public and its decision makers to be able to make
rational decisions concerning the environment based on good, hard data and information. An
environmental document 1s an "environmental alarm bell” whose purpose it to alert the public

WB062006007SCO SCO176179.03.05.01/RTC/Organizations_1.doc 08/06
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Response to Comment O6-1

This introductory comment is noted. The specific comment on the
impacts to the Lakeside Golf Club are addressed in response to
Petition 3. Additional and specific responses to the content of the
comment letter are addressed in the responses to comments O6-2
through 06-16.

Response to Comment O6-2

As discussed in Section 2.2.1.10 of the Draft EIR, the GBIS
alignment is presented in terms of two alignments that are referred
to as the GBIS North Alignment and the GBIS South Alignment.
These two GBIS alignments were selected for consideration as
they accomplish the project goals of protecting the public health
and safety by providing adequate wastewater conveyance capacity.
Both GBIS alignments would be constructed using tunneling
methods. The depths of the various sewer components are provided
throughout Section 2 of the Draft EIR. The Draft EIR does not
state that the GBIS would range in depth from 15 feet to 180 feet.
Rather, the Draft EIR (on page 2-44 in Section 2.2.1.10 states that
the depth of GBIS could be up to 120 feet below the ground
surface. The Draft EIR (page 2-32 in Section 2.2.1.9) further states
that NEIS II could be up to 180 feet below the ground surface, and
that the VSLIS could be 15 feet below the ground surface if
constructed using open trench methods and up to 115 feet below
the ground surface if tunneling methods are used to construct the
sewer (se page 2-47 of the Draft EIR). It should be noted that
GBIS would not be constructed at depths as shallow as 15 feet
below the ground surface, as indicated in the comment letter.
Rather, GBIS would be substantially deeper, with a minimum
depth of approximately 50 feet below the ground surface. The
exact depth of GBIS at particular points along either alignment has
not yet been determined for several reasons: (1) the various
elevations of alignments affect the depths that can be introduced at
the downstream terminus of GBIS (which is the upstream end of
NEIS 1II), and (2) various engineering design parameters are
applied along the alignment. An engineering profile with exact

3 (Organizations) — 7
Integrated Resources Plan
Final Environmental Impact Report



depths along the selected GBIS alignment will be determined during the design phase following approval of a GBIS alignment and NEIS II alignment for
implementation.

Regarding the comment that the Draft EIR does not describe the project is specific terms or identifies a preferred alternative route; the Draft EIR describes
and evaluated four distinct Project Alternatives at a co-equal level. Each Project Alternative includes the GBIS component, for which there are two
proposed alignments. Both of the GBIS alignments are described in Section 2.2.1.10 of the Draft EIR. The impact evaluations of the Project Alternatives
include a discussion of the impacts associated with the two alignments of the GBIS component.

Response to Comment O6-3

Regarding a Los Angeles River alignment, refer to response to comment AJ31-2.
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and responsible officials about environmental issues. (see Laurel Heights Improvement Assn. v,
Regents of University of California (1988) 47 Cal.3d 376, 392.) By failing to spectfically
identify a project and by failing to include hard data analyzing the impacts, the draft EIR fails to

meet this goal.
The possible adverse impacts will be addressed under the appropriate heading.

Air quality

During construction the volatile organic compounds (VOCS) that are present in the soil
will vaporize when exposed. This means that PCE and TCE contaminants will be introduced to
the atmosphere during construction, contributing to the health risk of the elderly , the infirm,
and the young.

After construction, sewer gas transmissions will occur. Odors are currently experienced
near maintenance holes of the (NOS) existing north outfall sewer. See figure 3.4-0 for location of
complaints. The air treatment facility sites may emit H2S in excess of acceptable standards. See
section 3.4 -54 page 3.4 -114. There is no analysis of the potential liability for the increased
odors that will not be mitigated as shown at page ES-30, AQMM6-8.

Geology and soils

Potential liquefaction must also be considered. The young alluvial soils beneath Lakeside
Golf Club Clubhouse and Toluca Lake are in a liquefaction zone. When an earthquake occurs,
ground water may intrude into the zone. If this takes place the earth can turn into guicksand
leading to significant subsidence. The Toluca Lake, the homes which are in the vicinity of the
lake along Valley Spring Lane, the Lakeside Golf Club clubhouse, and pool would all be
affected by subsidence.

The construction may lead to settlement and cracking of the Toluca Lake bottom liner and
loss of water into the the surrounding soils including the tunnel excavation. This could cause
additional settlement and surface damage to the roadways and structures on either side of the
tunnel right of way. Groundwater loss could accelerate settlement of roadways, clubhouse and
residences next to the lake.(pg 3-32) The extent of this impact could be guite large due to the
nature of the alluvial soils along Valley Spring Lane and Toluca Lake. (Table ES-1 pg 40}
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Response to Comment O6-4

The Draft EIR presents four Project Alternatives to meet the future
wastewater system needs of the City of Los Angeles in the year
2020 and integrates the recycled water and the runoff systems.
Each of the alternatives is a combination of project- and program-
level components that would feasibly accomplish the wastewater,
water recycling and runoff management goals and objectives of the
IRP (Section 1.3 of Draft EIR). The Project Alternatives
emphasize different approaches to meet the project objectives such
as emphasizing wastewater treatment capacity upstream in the
system versus downstream in the system. In lieu of analyzing one
project in detail and project alternatives qualitatively, the IRP
Draft EIR co-equally analyzed the four Project Alternatives. As
described in Section 1.2.2 of the Draft EIR, because the Project
Alternatives are composed of various components from the IRP
Facilities Plan, each alternative in the Draft EIR was evaluated at a
co-equal level. Unlike the referenced court case, which was for a
project that was not adequately identified or analyzed, the IRP
Draft EIR specifically identified the four Project Alternatives as
the potential Project. The Draft EIR adequately analyzed (in
Section 3) the hard data associated with project-level components
(near-term), and it conservatively and qualitatively analyzed the
more conceptual program-level components associated with each
alternative. As addressed in Section 1.2.2 and Section 3.1.2,
although program-level components were evaluated in the Draft
EIR, subsequent environmental analysis and public review would
be conducted after specific project-level information is available.
Additionally, unlike the referenced court case, the Draft EIR
analyzed “alternatives” in detail as they would be co-equally
considered for the selection of the Recommended Alternative prior
to certification of this Final EIR.

Response to Comment O6-5

Refer to response to comment AJ1-28.
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Response to Comment O6-6

As discussed in the response to the City of Burbank (AJ1-6), the odor setting presented in the Draft EIR has been updated to reflect the odor complaints in
the vicinity of the Valley Heart Shaft Site. As discussed in Section 3.4.3.3 of the Draft EIR (discussion of odor impacts under significance threshold
AQ-3), the ATF at the Valley Heart Shaft Site could result in significant odor impacts. Although mitigation has been identified and includes locating the
ATFs at least 100 feet from sensitive receptors (AQ-MM-7 described on page 3.4-137) and establishing a stack concentration limit for hydrogen sulfide
that is equal to or less than 0.5 ppm, a significant residual impact is identified. Contrary to the comment, hydrogen sulfide levels are not expected to
exceed the air quality standards, as shown in the footnote “b” in Table 3.4-51 on page 3.4-108. The footnote identifies that the significance threshold of
11.26 micrograms per cubic meter is less than California Ambient Air Quality Standard for hydrogen sulfide, which is 42 micrograms per cubic meter. The
Draft EIR addresses and discusses potential odor impacts of the Project Alternatives, in compliance with CEQA.

Response to Comment O6-7

The potential for liquefaction was analyzed in detail in Section 3.9.3.2 (page 3.9-35) of the Draft EIR. As stated in that section, much of the GBIS
alignments fall within liquefaction overlay zones; however, GBIS would be located at depths below the actual liquefaction zones. Therefore, the potential
for impacts from a liquefaction hazard is very low to nonexistent and the scenario described by the commenter is not expected to occur. Furthermore,
compliance with design and/or construction recommendations in the project-level geotechnical study (as described on page 3.9-51) that would be prepared
as standard practice during the predesign process would ensure that potential liquefaction-related impacts are kept at acceptable levels.

Response to Comment O6-8

See response to comment O1 for a discussion on the potential settlement associated with GBIS. In addition, the GBIS South Alignment would not go
under the Toluca Lake; hence, no impact is expected to the Lake. Use of an earth pressure balance machine (as described in Section 2 of the Draft EIR),
would prevent substantial amounts of groundwater from entering the tunnel; therefore, no significant impacts are anticipated.
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An additional cause for concern 1s that the proposed alignments extend through
groundwater contaminated with chlorinated hydrocarbons. The sewer may act as a condutt and
allow groundwater contamination to migrate to uncontaminated areas.

Land use and planning

It is anticipated that underground private property easements would be required if the
south alignment is selected. The size and scope of any existing easements would not be
sufficient for the new construction.

Noise and vibration

Sensitive receptors would experience increased noise levels in excess of 5dba during
construction. The construction is estimated to last at least 3 vears.

Recreation

The south alignment would impact the Lakeside Golf Club, Toluca Lake and the homes
which are along Valley Spring Lane.

General Objections

The mmpacts analysis and the mitigation measures are madequate in many areas because
analysis is improperly deferred to a later date, and the only “mitigation” measures in areas where
“significant” impacts are acknowledged to exist consist of future studies to determine future
mitigation measures. For example:

* Page ES-33, Bio-MM-1 through 3 call for future surveys and design modifications
“as determined in coordination with applicable agencies.” It is said this will
mitigate potentially significant impacts to less than significant. But that cannot be
determined until those surveys and modifications are planned and implemented.

. Page ES-34, Bio-MM-4 calls for a future survey to determine the presence of
affected wetlands, with a redesign to occur if they are found.

. Page ES-35, Bio-MM-5 calls for a future report by a “qualified biologist”
regarding impacted trees.
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Response to Comment O6-9

As described in detail in Section 3.11 of the Draft EIR, during
construction the tunnel could serve as a pathway for contaminated
groundwater if space is left between the tunnel pipe and
surrounding soil. During the construction process, however,
impermeable concrete-based grouting materials will be used to fill
the void between the tunnel pipe and surrounding soil. The
permeability of the grouting materials would be lower than that of
the surrounding soil types, thereby reducing the possibility that the
tunnel would serve as a preferential pathway for contamination
migration.

Response to Comment O6-10

The City of Los Angeles makes all reasonable efforts to site
infrastructure projects within public rights-of-way, and this
objective is noted in the objectives and criteria for selection of the
Recommended Alternative, as discussed in Section 1.5 of this
Final EIR. In instances where using public right-of-way is not
feasible, such as for engineering or operational reasons,
infrastructure must be located beneath private property. As
discussed in Section 3.12.3.2 of the Draft EIR, the GBIS alignment
(either the North or South alignment) could require the acquisition
of permanent underground easements from private parties.
Although the potential exists for use of private property for the
alignment, the overall objective is to minimize such easements. It
is not clear from the comment why the size and scope of any
existing easements would be insufficient for the new construction.

Response to Comment O6-11

The commenter is correct. Section 3.13.3.2 of the Draft EIR
identifies the number of sensitive receptors that would experience
noise levels of 5 decibels or more during construction of NEIS II
and GBIS. Section 3.13.3.3 of the Draft EIR also includes
numerous mitigation measures to reduce noise impacts during
construction, such as NV-MM-1 through NV-MM-5, which
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includes noise attenuating devises, such as mufflers, curtains, noise control plans, notification and a 24-hour hotline for questions and concerns. As
discussed in Section 3.13.3.3 of the Draft EIR, with implementation of mitigation measures, construction noise levels would not exceed 5 decibels at
sensitive receptors. Construction of NEIS II and GBIS is expected to occur over a period of approximately 3 years for each sewer project.

Response to Comment O6-12

As detailed in Section 3.16.3.3 of the Draft EIR, no recreational resources in the area noted would be directly affected by aboveground construction of the
GBIS alignment. The specific comment on the impacts to the Lakeside Golf Club is addressed in response to Petition 3. As stated above in response to
comment O6-8, the nearest proposed component, the GBIS South Alignment, would not travel under or through the Toluca Lake; hence, no impact is
expected to the Lake. Additionally, as detailed in Section 3.12 (starting page 3.12-13) of the Draft EIR, although the western portion of the GBIS
alignments consists of commercial, residential and recreational uses, the proposed shaft sites, diversion structures and drop structures located in the Toluca
Lake area is dominated by open space/recreational, industrial and commercial uses. In fact, the nearest shaft site to the Toluca Lake area, the Barham Shaft
Site is currently an open space/vacant lot. As described in response to Petition 3, a majority of the construction (as well as operation) of the proposed
sewer would occur belowground from construction shaft sites. The majority of construction activities would be localized and occur at the shaft sites, while
limited surface construction impacts would occur at various locations along the alignment associated with surface grouting, maintenance holes, drop
structures, diversion structures and ATFs (Section 2.2.1.9 and Section 2.2.1.10 of the Draft EIR).

Response to Comment O6-13

The comment states that several mitigation measures represent deferred mitigation. Discussed below are the specific mitigations noted in the comment and
a discussion of why they are not deferred mitigations. The intent of the Executive Summary of the Draft EIR is to provide an overview for the reader and
as such is a synopsis of the information presented in the Draft EIR. Whereas the commenter identified the mitigations only using the abbreviated notes on
mitigation measures contained in the Executive Summary of the Draft EIR, the responses below notes the location in the Draft EIR and the specific
measure incorrectly cited in the comment as deferred mitigation.

BIO-MM-1: As described in Section 3.5.3.3 of the Draft EIR (page 3.5-42), this mitigation measure requires biological surveys of any proposed project
site, if habitat suitable for raptor or other native bird species occurs on the site. Any active raptor or other bird nests observed will be mapped on
construction plans. Additionally, a qualified biologist will determine the appropriate construction activity buffer, which is typically 300 to 500 feet, to
allow construction to proceed while minimizing disturbance to the birds in the active nest. This is not deferred mitigation because it represents a specific
commitment to mitigate and sets up parameters (i.e. pre-construction surveys and establishment of construction buffers to minimize impacts to nesting
birds). This mitigation is proposed to ensure mitigation addresses conditions present prior to actual initiation of construction (surveys are required within
7 to 30 days prior to construction) rather than determining the minimization activities based on conditions observed during preparation of the Draft EIR.

BIO-MM-2: As described in Section 3.5.3.3 of the Draft EIR, this mitigation measure requires focused, protocol plant surveys to determine the absence or
presence of special-status plants on any proposed project site. In the event a regionally important plant population is identified, mitigation would be
required. Mitigation for special-status plants is determined through coordination and negotiation between appropriate resource agencies and the proposed
project proponent and appropriate mitigation is developed on a case-by-case basis. Mitigation could include avoidance of the plants to the greatest extent
possible (which includes total avoidance), relocation of specimens with monitoring/collection of seeds, or purchase of offsite habitat areas containing the
observed special status plant species. Establishment of mitigation ratio (area of affected site versus area of mitigation site), timing of mitigation,
performance standards for determining success, monitoring and reporting requirements, and remediation activities will be documented in a mitigation plan
developed in coordination with the appropriate resources agency and implemented, as appropriate. This is not deferred mitigation because it represents a
specific commitment to mitigate and sets up parameters (i.e. pre-construction surveys and development of a mitigation plan to implement that is specific to
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site conditions and timing of project activities). This mitigation is proposed to ensure mitigation addresses conditions present prior to actual initiation of
construction (species-specific protocol surveys are required) rather than determining the minimization activities based on conditions observed during
preparation of the Draft EIR.

BIO-MM-3: As described in section 3.5.3.3 of the Draft EIR, this mitigation measure requires surveys to determine the potential of the program-level
components, once they are changed to site-specific components, to affect biological resources (special-status plants, wildlife, habitats, wetlands, and trees
protected under local ordinances and policies). In the event biological resources are present on the selected project-level component site, alternate site
locations or design modifications will be implemented to avoid biological resources. If avoidance cannot be implemented, consultation with agencies
having jurisdiction over the resource will occur to identify case-by-case and/or species-specific mitigation, as applicable and appropriate. As mentioned
previously, each program-level component will be subject to additional environmental review once site-specific plans are developed some time in the
future. It is appropriate to develop site and component-specific mitigation once the specific location is selected and potential impacts to biological
resources can be identified. This is not deferred mitigation (where an essential environmental study is deferred to the future); because the exact location of
the program-level component is not known at this time and potential impacts will be addressed in future environmental review once the project-level
component design is developed.

BIO-MM-4: As described in Section 3.5.3.3 of the Draft EIR, this mitigation measure requires surveys for wetlands downstream of the diversion point and
upstream of the effluent discharge point of the Dry Weather Runoff - Low Flow Diversions and Dry Weather Runoff - Urban Runoff Plants or Treatment
Wetlands. See response to comment AJ3-45 for a detailed discussion as to why this mitigation measure is not deferred mitigation.

BIO-MM-5: As described in Section 3.5.3.3 of the Draft EIR, this mitigation measure requires review of the City of Los Angeles tree ordinances and
identification and quantification of the trees that need to be removed at the Riverside East Shaft Site or program-level component locations, as applicable.
Additionally, any replacement requirements lists in the City of Los Angeles tree ordinance will be implemented as they apply to protected oak trees. As
mentioned previously, each program-level component will be subject to additional environmental review once site-specific plans are developed some time
in the future. It is appropriate to develop site and component-specific mitigation once the specific location is selected and potential impacts to biological
resources can be identified. This is not deferred mitigation because replacement or relocation would be performed in compliance with the applicable
ordinance provisions. Additionally, this is not deferred mitigation (where an essential environmental study is deferred to the future); because the exact
location of the program-level component is not known at this time and potential impacts will be addressed in additional environmental review once the
project-level component design is developed.

WQ-MM-1: As described in Section 3.11.3.3 of the Draft EIR, this mitigation measure requires a pilot study to understand the effects of brine on
downstream treatment processes and to establish operating parameters to prevent treatment process disruptions. See response to comment AJ3-48 for a
detailed discussion as to why this mitigation measure is not deferred mitigation.

GEO-MM-1: As described in Section 3.9.3.3 of the Draft EIR, once a NEIS II alignment has been selected, and during the design phase of the Project, a
detailed subsurface investigation will be conducted. The geotechnical investigation will recommend specific design measures that will be incorporated into
the design of the alignment that would further mitigate potential impacts from the fault crossing. This mitigation measure is a commitment by the City of
Los Angeles to minimize potential impacts of crossing a fault. As stated in Section 3.9.3.3 of the Draft EIR (page 3.9-52), even with the incorporation of
the mitigation measure, a remote potential still exists for residual impact. This mitigation measure is not deferred mitigation because it relies on established
practices and parameters.
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GEO-MM-2: As described in Section 3.9.3.3 of the Draft EIR, various performance standards are noted in GEO-MM-2 that would be applied to the
construction of the sewer components of the Project Alternatives to minimize potential impacts from surface settlement. These performance standards
include a numerical limit to surface settlement, 0.75-inch along the tunnel alignment. GEO-MM-2 has been modified to include a goal to further limit
surface settlement to 0.50-inch (refer to Sections 2.1 and 2.4.9 of this Final EIR). This measure is a commitment by the City to minimize potential impacts
and would be specified in the contract documents, The Draft EIR determines that there is a potentially significant residual impact (page 3.9-54), and
therefore this measure is not deferred mitigation because it provides specific prescriptive standards relevant to settlement.

HAZ-MM-1: As described in Section 3.10.3.3 of the Draft EIR, if the Recommended Alternative certified includes treatment wetlands (either

Alternative 2 or Alternative 4), this mitigation measure would minimize potential vector-related impacts by implementing subsurface wetlands or by
developing a vector control plan in coordination with the applicable vector control agency. Vector control plans would also be approved as being effective
by the controlling agency. Because this measure would avoid potential mosquito breeding grounds or prepare and implement approved measures to control
vectors as coordinated and developed with the applicable vector control agency, significant impacts are not anticipated. This measure represents a
commitment by the City to ensure that vector issues are addressed in possible treatment wetlands projects relying on established parameters and guidelines
(i.e., vector control agency established practices and parameters). In addition, as detailed in Section 1.2.2 and Section 3.1.2 of the Draft EIR, because the
program-level components, such as treatment wetlands, do not have specific locations or design details identified; the program-level components will be
subject to additional future environmental review.

NV-MM-3: As described in Section 3.13.3.3 of the Draft EIR, prior to construction, the contractor would be required to submit a noise control plan to the
City for approval and represents one or many noise and vibration mitigation measures. The plan specified under NV-MM-3 represents a more detailed
means of incorporating the measures specified in NV-MMI1 (requirement for attenuation devises on construction equipment) and NV-MM-2 (use of noise
curtains at construction sites with line of sight to sensitive receptors), and will present the performance standards in the form of a noise control plan that
will identify the physical manifestations of NV-MM-1 and NV-MM-2. Therefore, NV-MM-3 is not deferred mitigation.

NV-MM-6: As described in Section 3.13.3.3 of the Draft EIR, this mitigation measure establishes a performance standard, or trigger, that must be met if
program-level components, such as dry and wet weather URPs or ATFs are located nearby sensitive receptors. As with HAZ-MM-1, this measure
represents a commitment by the City to ensure that potential noise issues are addressed for program-level components. As detailed in Section 1.2.2 and
Section 3.1.2 of the Draft EIR, because the program-level components, such as dry and wet weather URPS and ATFs (for VSLIS), do not have specific
locations or design details identified, the program-level components will be subject to additional future environmental review. In addition, NV-MM-6
establishes a performance standard that would limit increases in noise levels at nearby sensitive receptors to 3 dBA. Committing to performance standards
is not deferred mitigation.

NV-MM-7: As described in Section 3.13.3.3 of the Draft EIR, this mitigation measure applies to the sewer alignments that would be constructed using
tunneling methods, establishes performance standards for vibration that would apply to day and night construction, and also identifies possible measures
that can be implemented to achieve the performance standards. Committing to performance standards is not deferred mitigation.

3 (Organizations) — 14
Integrated Resources Plan
WB062006007SCO SCO176179.03.05.01/RTC/Organizations_1.doc 08/06 Final Environmental Impact Report



OB-13

OB-14

Jawahar P. Shah
February 27, 2006

Page 4

Page ES-36, WQ-MM-1 calls for completion of a “pilot study”on the increased
brine that the project will generate.

Page ES-40, GEO-MM-1 calls for a rerouting of NEIS II in the event of a
catastrophic break. This is the equivalent of trying to close the barn door after the
cows have escaped.

Page ES-41, GEO-MM-2 calls for “monitoring” of settlement that may occur
during tunneling and which could impact surrounding areas. While some
measures are laid out to prevent settlement (though these measures do not reduce
the impact which will remain “Potentially Significant™), no measures are laid out
to handle the settlement if it occurs.

Page ES-42, Haz-MM-1 calls for future “alternative wetlands designs . . . and/or a
vector control plan” to control mosquitoes.

Page ES-47, NV-MM-3 calls for preparation in the future of a “noise control
plan.”

Page ES-48, NV-MM-6 calls for a future “acoustical analysis to determine the
noise effects” of runoff, and calls for future, unspecified “noise reduction
measures” such as sound walls.

Page ES-49, NV-MM-7 calls for future preparation and implementation of'a
“control plan™ for “potentially significant™ vibration impacts.

In addition to the above deficiencies, the alternatives analysis 1s inadequate. Compare the

existing capacities on page ES-4, Par. ES1.4.1, with the proposed capacities under all of the
alternatives at page ES-7, paragraph ESL.5. This shows that the projected increase in capacity
ranges from a low of 20 mgd for Alternatives 3 and 4, to 31 mgd for Alternative 2, and to 50 mgd
for Alternative 1.The total existing capacity 1s 559 mgd. Therefore, the projected increase in
capacity under the four alternatives ranges from 3.5% to 8.9%. Yet there is no analysis

whatsoever of any altematives that would involve conservation measures that would eliminate

the need for that increase in capacity. The answer the DEIR gives is to build a project, not save
wastewater by decreasing demand for it.

Letter O6. Signatory — Lakeside Golf Club
Page 5

Response to Comment O6-14

As a point of clarification, Alternatives 1 through 4 would add

50 mgd, 31 mgd, 36 mgd, and 36 mgd, respectively. These
proposed Hyperion Service Area capacities represent an increase
over the current capacity (529 mgd) that ranges from 5.9 percent
for Alternative 2 to 9.4 percent for Alternative 1. The existing
capacity and the proposed capacities and their percentage increase
were derived from the sections of the Draft EIR referenced in the
comment letter. Section 2.3.2 of the Draft EIR discusses
alternatives that were considered but withdrawn, and subsection
2.3.2.2 discusses additional water conservation programs that
LADWP could implement. As discussed in the Draft EIR, LADWP
will continue to implement water conservation measures; however,
given future population growth over the next 20 years, continued
implementation of water conservation measures, as a stand-alone
program, is not expected to offset future wastewater generation. As
a consequence, implementing only water conservation measures is
not likely to meet future water resource needs in the City, and there
will likely be a need to manage future wastewater flows through
facility improvements despite continued implementation of water
conservation measures. The Project Alternatives developed as part
of the facilities plan process and evaluated in the Draft EIR have
been developed to meet future wastewater needs and are based on
wastewater flow projections that in turn are based on SCAG
population projections, per capita water usage, and other factors.
Additionally, each Project Alternative includes increased recycled
water usage (described in Section 2.2.2.2 of the Draft EIR), and
water conservation measures such as smart irrigation (see

Section 2.2.2.3 of the Draft EIR). As such, the Alternative analyzed
at a co-equal level in the EIR represent a reasonable range of
alternatives that meet the health and safety goals, wastewater
system needs, and water resource goals, as described in Section 1.3
(Project Objectives) of the Draft EIR.
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0B-14

06-15

Jawahar P. Shah
l"ebnmry 27,2006
Page 5

Page ES-18 at paragraph ES1.5.5 says that the No Project Aliernative is not as good
because it would require individual projects, rather than an integrated project, in order to meet
“future demands.” However, there is no analysis of measures that might reduce those future
demands. Obviously, a reduction in projected future demand by ten percent would more than take
care of the problem under the DEIR's own figures. This omission is especially important because
the DEIR concedes that, if no project is built, the Hypenon facility alone would meet the future
demand because it “currently operates below treatment capacity.” Page ES-31, discussion of No

| Project at top. So even without conservation measures, there would be no capacity issue.

For all of the foregoing reasons, we submit that the draft environmental impact report 1s
inadequate. We ask that it be rejected and that your department prepare a revised report which
would explore the third alternative, i.e. a line beneath the Los Angeles River channel from the
Barham pit to Woodbridge park.

Very truly yours,

Roger M. Sullivan
SULLIVAN, WORKMAN & DEE, LLP

RMS/mpb

GMNSHARED'DATA'EMINENT DOMAINLAKESIDE CCDmft Opposition 3. wpd
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Letter O6. Signatory — Lakeside Golf Club
Page 6

Response to Comment O6-15

As discussed in the responses to your comments (O6-1 through
06-14), the Draft EIR is adequate. Regarding your comment on the
Los Angeles River, see response to comment AJ31-2.
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Letter O7. Signatory — Homeowners of Encino

Page 2

The project applicant is:

CITY CF. LOS ANGELES
DEEPARTMENT OF FUBLIC WORKS

WASTEWATER ENGINEERING SERVICES DIVISION

The proposed project affects transportation, earth, air, water guality, plant
life, populaticn, energy, utilities, land use, and other envirommental
elements in Encino, (and surrounding area) This document contains our response
to the scope and content of the draft envirommental information which is
germane to your environmental evaluation of this project.

I. HOMECWNERS ©OF ENCING, INC.

This Eesponse is filed by the Homeowners of Encino, a Californian non=profit
corporation duly organized and existing under the laws of the State of
California. Homeowners of Encino is a public bensefit association organized for
the purpose of promoting social welfare. This corporation seeks to protect the
residential character of itg neighborheoods and to enhance the quality of life
for its members and the community. Many of its members reside within the
neighborhood of the proposed project, and will be heavily impacted by it.

II. DESCRIFTION OF PROJECT

The Integrated Rescurces Flan (IRP) is an integrated wastewater facilities
Flan that describes the existing wastewater, recycled water, and runoff
systems in the City, identifies system inadequacies based on the needs
projected for the year 2020, and provides recommended alternatives to address
the future needs of the systems. The IRF would improve and upgrade the City's
wastewater and recycled water systems, and runoff management programs through
the year 2020.

The draft EIR for the IRF containe four integrated alternatives (wastewater
treatment, wastewater conveyance, urban runcff management, and potential
water-recycling components) that are listed below:

IRF Alternative 1: Hypericn Treatment Flant expansion with a moderate
potential for water resources projects {(up to 42,000 acre-feet per year).

IRF Alternative 2: Tillman and LAG water reclamation plant expansions and
process upgrades with a high potential for water resources projects (up to
53,200 acre-feet per year).

IFRP Alternative 3-. Tillman expansion/process upgrades with moderate potential
for water resources projects (up to 43,400 acre-feet per year).
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Letter O7. Signatory — Homeowners of Encino
Page 3

Response to Comment O7-1

The comment did not specifically identify which significant impacts
on the environment that were not fully addressed in the Draft EIR.
Regarding the proposed Tillman storage tank, the impacts on
recreation were identified in Section 3.16.2.3 of the Draft EIR
(stating on page 3.16-36). The Draft EIR identified that construction
of the wastewater storage at Tillman would result in the temporary
elimination of the existing cricket field, which would be considered
significant. Mitigation measure REC-MM-1 was included in the
Draft EIR to mitigate the impacts associated with the relocation of
the cricket field during construction of the wastewater storage at
Tillman. Operation of the wastewater storage tank at Tillman would
be belowground, thereby not precluding aboveground recreation (i.e.,
the cricket field). No ATFs are proposed in the Sepulveda Basin or at
Tillman. However, as addressed in Section 3.16.2.3 of the Draft EIR,
for several of the ATFs proposed for recreational areas a significant
impact would remain in a permanent loss of recreational use even
with implementation of REC-MM-3. City of Los Angeles staff and
decisionmakers will consider the findings of the Draft EIR when
approving and certifying the Recommended Alternative (including
staff recommended NEIS II and GBIS alignments and shaft sites). If
after considering this Final EIR, the decisionmakers find that the
benefits of the project outweigh the unavoidable adverse
environmental effects, a Findings and Statement of Overriding
Considerations will be required.

Response to Comment O7-2

All the Alternatives would have impacts on the environment and all
would potentially involve program-level components in the San
Fernando Valley. For those resource areas that would potentially
have significant impacts remaining after mitigation, a majority of the
issue areas (i.e., air quality, operational odors, cultural, fault crossing
and settlement, recreation, and parking) are associated with the
construction and operation of the either NEIS II and GBIS
alignments, which are common to all the Alternatives. In fact,
regarding operational odors, Alternative 1 was found to have a
potentially significant impact remaining where Alternatives 2
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through 4 was less than significant after mitigation. Refer to Table ES-1 in the Executive Summary of the Draft EIR for the summary of environmental
effects. Comment noted.

Response to Comment O7-3

Discussions of cumulative impacts are contained in Section 3 of the Draft EIR at the end of the impacts discussion under each resource area for each
alternative. In summary, with implementation of mitigation, the Draft EIR found that there would be potential cumulative air quality, biological
(operation), water quality (operation), and noise (construction). Regarding the reference to cumulative impacts in the Sepulveda Basin, the Draft EIR
(Section 3.16.2.3 on page 3.16-36) discusses and identifies a potentially significant recreational impact related to the temporary loss of the cricket field
during construction of storage at Tillman; however, this project-level impact would be mitigated with measure REC-MM-1 (described on page 3.16-39 of
the Draft EIR), which would relocate the cricket field to a new location in the Sepulveda Basin prior to construction of the storage component. As
discussed in Section 3.16.2.4 (Cumulative Impacts), none of the Related Project or Plans are expected to affect the same recreational areas that the Project
Alternatives would affect, and no cumulative impacts are expected. This would also apply to the Sepulveda Basin, as a recreational area. As indicated in
response to comment O7-1 above, City of Los Angeles staff and decisionmakers will consider the findings of the Draft EIR when approving and certifying
the Recommended Alternative (including staff recommended NEIS II and GBIS alignments and shaft sites). If after considering this Final EIR, the
decisionmakers find that the benefits of the project outweigh the unavoidable adverse environmental effects, a Findings and Statement of Overriding
Considerations will be required. Mandatory Findings of Significance (CEQA Guidelines Section 15065) requires that a lead agency to prepare an EIR if it
finds that a project may have a significant effect on the environment. This finding was made in the Notice of Preparation and the Draft EIR was
subsequently prepared for the Project Alternatives. As noted in Section 1.2.2 and Section 3.1.2 of the Draft EIR, the program-level components will be
subject to additional future environmental review and will be subject to Mandatory Findings of Significance.

Response to Comment O7-4

The Draft EIR identified various mitigation measures to reduce anticipated significant impacts. With the exception of two mitigation measures, AQ-MM-8
and BIO-MM-5, all of the mitigation measures identified in the Draft EIR are not otherwise required by law, regulation, or rule. Mitigation measure
AQ-MM-8 (described on page 3.4-137 of the Draft EIR) would set the stack concentration limit at ATFs for hydrogen sulfide at 0.5 ppm or other level
specified by the SCAQMD. Although the ATFs will require permits to operate from the SCAQMD and are thus required by rule or regulation, no
particular allowable stack limit for hydrogen sulfide is established. Rather, the stack limit will be determined by SCAQMD in the future. This measure is
considered acceptable and valid under CEQA because it could mitigate potential odor impacts associated with ATFs. BIO-MM-5 requires that a qualified
biologist survey and identify the types of trees that would be removed at the Riverside East Shaft Site or the sites of applicable program-level components,
and if any oak trees would require removal, that compliance with the City's oak tree ordinance would occur. Mitigation measure BIO-MM-5 (described on
page 3.5-47 of the Draft EIR) is considered acceptable under CEQA, as this measure would mitigate potentially significant impacts to protected trees. As a
note, these two mitigation measures are not standard operating practices by developers; they are measures that are expressly required by the City in the
Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (see Appendix G of this Final EIR).

Regarding the comment that mitigations must go beyond those mandated by law, the majority of mitigation measures specified in the Draft EIR are indeed
beyond those required by law, regulation, rule, or ordinance, as described in the paragraph above. Mitigation measures described in the Draft EIR are not
merely measures that recite legally requirements measures; rather, many of them are measures that have been developed to mitigate specific and unique
impacts identified in the Draft EIR. Measure REC-MM-1 described on page 3.16-39 of he Draft EIR is one such measure, and mitigates impacts to the
Cricket Field in the Sepulveda Basin from the construction of storage at Tillman. In addition, some of the mitigation measures specified in the Draft EIR
are standard practices that are typically implemented during project construction, such as TRA-MM-1 (which requires the preparation of traffic control
plans and subsequent LADOT approval; see page 3.17-79 of the Draft EIR). However, because there is no guarantee that those standard practices would be
implemented, they have been specified as mitigation in the Draft EIR to ensure their implementation in a manner that is verifiable and traceable
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(Appendix G of this Final EIR contains the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program). This is consistent Section 15126.4(d)(2) of the CEQA
Guidelines, which requires that mitigation measures be fully enforceable through permit conditions, agreements, or other legally binding instruments.
Regarding the request to revise the findings in the Draft EIR, refer to the responses below.

Response to Comment O7-5

Section 2.2.1.3 through Section 2.2.1.6 of the Draft EIR describes in detail the assumptions on the area of disturbance for the proposed Tillman
components. The only project-level component that would potentially result in impacts to the Sepulveda Basin would be Tillman Wastewater Storage. As
shown in Figure 2-11 (page 2-49) and Figure 2-12 (page 2-53) of the Draft EIR, program-level components that could potentially be located Sepulveda
Basin include recycled water lines, a low-flow diversion, an URP, and/or treatment wetlands. Section 3.4.3.2 of the Draft EIR, addresses the potential
impacts associated with the construction of the Tillman Wastewater Storage and program-level components, in particular the potential impacts associated
with excavation, grading and construction. Section 3.18.3.2 of the Draft EIR also describes in detail the amount of earth expected to be disrupted to
construct the proposed Tillman Wastewater Storage and briefly addresses the generation of soils associated with the program-level components. The Draft
EIR did not find any significant impacts associated with soils (i.e., excavation, grading, and compaction) for the Tillman Wastewater Storage component.
As noted in Section 1.2.2 and Section 3.1.2 of the Draft EIR, the program-level components will be subject to additional future environmental review. As
noted in the Executive Summary (Section ES1.1), and detailed in Section 1.4 of the Draft EIR, approximately every 10 years, the City of Los Angeles
prepares a wastewater facilities pan to evaluate the current wastewater treatment system and identify ways to meet future demand. The four Proposed
Alternatives in the Draft EIR were developed to meet the future wastewater system needs of the City of Los Angeles in the year 2020, while integrating
recycled water and runoff systems. Although no construction time line was provided, Section 2.4 of the Draft EIR detailed the proposed method of
implementation. Some or all of the components of the Recommended Alternative would be implemented starting in 2006 and proceeding through 2020 in
a phased approach. Section 2.4 goes on to describe the various drivers, or triggers, that would determine what is needed and when to begin construction.

As described in Section 3.17 of the Draft EIR, the City of Los Angeles (Department of Transportation) reviews each haul route permit for specific
application of its general guidelines. For all construction sites, mitigation measure TRA-MM-1 (preparation of a traffic management plan, including
designation of haul routes) is identified in the Draft EIR to reduce construction impacts to traffic to a level that is less than significant.

The Draft EIR adequately presents and analyzes the potential for the four Project Alternatives to result in impacts to or cause geologic and seismic hazards,
settlement, liquefaction, and flooding. Specifically, Section 3.9 of the Draft EIR describes in detail the potential for impacts to geology and soils, including
seismic hazards (and related issues, such as subsidence, liquefaction, and tsunamis), grading, erosion/sedimentation and slope stability. In addition, figures
were included in Section 3.9 of the Draft EIR (i.e., Figures 3.9-1, 3.9-2, and 3.9-3 to show the areas of the City of Los Angeles where potentially active
faults, seismic hazard zones, and erosion (associated with hillsides) are issues. Additionally, Section 3.10 (in particular Figures 3.10-2 and 3.10-3) address
potential hazardous zones (i.e., methane and contaminated areas), while Section 3.11 of the Draft EIR addresses flood hazards from a 100-year flood. Each
of the associated Draft EIR sections (3.9, 3.10 and 3.11) detail the existing potential impacts associated with geology and soils, hazards, and hydrology
issues and potential impacts. General setting for issues commented on, such as seismic (faults) and liquefaction, was provided in Section 3.9.2.1 o the
Draft EIR, with detailed information related to project-level and program-level components was in Section 3.9.2.2 of the Draft EIR, including those
components that could occur within the Sepulveda Basin. In summary, the analysis in the Draft EIR determined that even with mitigation, the potential for
breakage, although deemed remote, of the pipeline for either NEIS II alignment, remained potentially significant (Section 3.9.3.3). In addition, settlement
associated with tunneling of the large sewers (NEIS II, GBIS and VSLIS) was found to be potentially significant after mitigation (Section 3.9.3.3). This
Final EIR (Section 2) includes further restriction to settlement; however, the potential for settlement impacts would remain. All other geologic/seismic and
soil related hazards, as well as flood hazards, were determined to be less than significant. A summary of all the potential impacts, significance
determination, mitigation measures, and impacts after mitigation are provided in Table ES-1 of the Executive Summary (Draft EIR and in this Final EIR).
Additional details of the analysis and findings are provided in Sections 3.9, 3.10 and 3.11 of the Draft EIR.
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Letter O7. Signatory — Homeowners of Encino
Page 4

Response to Comment O7-6

The air quality impact discussion of the Draft EIR (Section 3.4.3)
identifies the anticipated levels of criteria pollutants expected to be
emitted during both construction and operation, including
cumulative impacts. Odor impacts are also discussed in

Section 3.4.3. Section 3.4.3.2 contains estimate of the criteria
pollutant emissions for project-level components, and Section
3.4.3.3 provides estimate of construction and operational emissions
for each alternative, compares them to the SCAQMDs significance
thresholds, and discusses cumulative air quality impacts.

The Draft EIR identifies significant impacts for all criteria pollutants
(after mitigation) from construction and operation (see

page 3.4-133). The air quality analysis identifies the criteria
pollutants that would exceed the SCAQMD construction and
operational emissions thresholds. The thresholds of significance are
shown in Tables 3.4-8 and 3.4-9. The impact discussions under
AQ-1 and AQ-2 for each alternative in Section 3.4.3.3 of the Draft
EIR contain tables that provide estimates of the anticipated
construction and operational emissions for each criteria pollutant,
compares those emission estimates to the SCAQMDs significance
thresholds, and identifies if a significant impact (threshold
exceedance) would occur. As an example, Table 3.4-64 provides the
emissions estimates for construction of Alternative 4 and

Table 3.4-68 provides the emissions estimates for operation of
Alternative 4. Cumulative air quality impacts are discussed in
Section 3.4.3.4 of the Draft EIR (page 3.4-163), and significant
cumulative impacts are identified. The cumulative impacts analysis
is based on construction and operation of the Project Alternatives in
conjunction with the Related Plans and Projects that are described in
Section 3.1.3 of the Draft EIR. In addition, the commenter correctly
points out that the Alternatives would result in significant VOC and
NOx emissions after mitigation from operation (see page 3.4-135 of
the Draft EIR).
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Regarding odor impacts, page 3.4-135 of the Draft EIR identifies a potential odor impact at Tillman (located in the Sepulveda Flood Control Basin) related
to the storage of wastewater before mitigation. Mitigation measure AQ-MM-5, described on page 3.4-136 of the Draft EIR, would implement a
multiphased odor program at Tillman (and LAG) to identify specific treatment plant processes that are the source of odor complaints, evaluate whether the
odor sources are candidates for operational or facilities-based odor control measures, and implement the identified measures. Following mitigation, odor
impacts from the Project Alternative components at Tillman and LAG are expected to be reduced to a less than significant level (see the impact
discussions for each Alternative under impact AQ-3 in Section 3.4.3.3 of the Draft EIR).

The referenced Consent Decree was an agreement between the City of Los Angeles and the EPA that was entered into to address the ocean disposal of
sludge from Hyperion and require full secondary treatment at Hyperion. In the past, population growth has been linked to the provision of wastewater
treatment capacity. Past wastewater facilities plan efforts in the City used projections of future population in the Hyperion Service Area as the basis for
treatment system expansion. The IRP Facilities Plan adopted the same approach to recommending expansion of the treatment system, and as described in
Section 1.4.1 of the Draft EIR, the City used recent SCAG projections of population in the HSA in developing waster flow projects and determining the
amount of treatment system expansion for the Proposed Alternatives. In addition, as discussed in Section 3.4.3.3 (see the discussion for each Alternative
under impact AQ-5, Consistency with AQMP for additional details), the same SCAG population projections that were used in the IRP Facilities Plan is the
same projections used in the State Implementation Plan, which outlines measures to bring the air basin in to compliance with the NAAQS. As such, the
Proposed Alternatives would not result in significant growth-inducing impacts (as described in Section 4.2 of the Draft EIR) and would not conflict with or
obstruct implementation of the AQMP (as described in Section 3.4.3.3 of the Draft EIR.

Although construction and operation of the Proposed Alternatives would result significant air quality impacts after mitigation related to exceedances of
project-level criteria pollutant significance thresholds, these exceedances cannot be mitigated to a less than significant level, as described in Section 3.4.3
of the Draft EIR. These air emissions are quantified and incorporated into the conformity analysis presented in Section 3.4.3 of the Draft EIR under the
AQ-5 discussions. The conformity analysis in the Draft EIR shows that maximum annual emissions from the Alternatives would exceed the general
conformity de minimus levels for CO, VOC, NOy, and PM,,, but concludes that the Alternatives would be in conformance with the SIP because the
wastewater components of the Alternatives are sized to only meet the needs of the future population projected by SCAG. As a consequence, the
Alternatives would not be in violation of the Consent Decree.

Regarding the comment about local and regional air quality impacts, the impacts discussion under AQ-1 in Section 3.4.3 of the Draft EIR identify the
possibility that localized impacts to air quality (criteria pollutants) could occur related to temporary pollutant concentrations that exceed the CAAQS or the
NAAQS. Regarding localized impacts from project operation, the air quality analysis in Section 3.4 of the Draft EIR indicates that the IRP components
and alternatives would generate additional peak hour trips. However, the number of peak hour trips would not be large enough to cause the level of service
and volume-to-capacity ratio to worsen at roadway intersections. As such, localized mobile CO hot spots are not anticipated. The impact discussions under
AQ-3 and AQ-4 in Section 3.4.3 of the Draft EIR regarding potential odor impacts and health risk impacts, respectively, also represent a localize impacts
analyses, as the potential impacts would occur in the vicinity of facilities. Regarding the comment about regional emissions, the impact discussion under
AQ-1 (construction emissions), AQ-2 (operational emissions), and AQ-5 (AQMP consistency) are regional in nature because Project emissions would be
generated at various proposed facilities throughout the City. Appendix B of the Draft EIR, Air Quality Calculations, contains documentation of the
assumptions, calculations, and data that supports the various impact analyses contained in Section 3.4.3 of the Draft EIR. As discussed in Section 3.4.3 of
the Draft EIR, mitigation measures have been provided to reduce Project emissions; however, not all of the potential air quality impacts can be mitigated
to a less than significant level.
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Section 3.4.2.1 of the Draft EIR described various criteria pollutants (carbon monoxide, ozone, nitrogen dioxide, sulfur dioxide, particulate matter, and
lead), and potential health effects that could be experienced from exposure to these pollutants. During project construction, diesel exhaust and fugitive dust
would generate emissions that exceed the SCAQMD thresholds for all criteria pollutants. As a result, sensitive individuals, such as the aged and infirm,
located adjacent to large construction activities could be exposed to significant localized levels of criteria pollutants on a temporary basis. The potential for
significant localized impacts to sensitive receptors is discussed and disclosed in the impact discussions under Impact AQ-1 for each build alternatives in
Section 3.4.3.3 of the Draft EIR). The evaluation of air quality impacts in the Draft EIR focuses on potential impacts air quality impacts related to
generally accepted significance criteria. It should be noted that although direct impacts to flora and fauna from emissions is not commonly evaluated under
CEQA documents, significant secondary impacts flora and fauna in the Sepulveda Basin are not likely to occur because the Alternatives are not expected
to obstruct compliance with the SIP and because flora and fauna within the Basin does not appear to have been significantly affected despite construction
of other substantial projects in the Basin, such as the Burbank Boulevard Trunk Line. As discussed in Section 3.4.3 of the Draft EIR under each of the
impact topics (AQ-1 through AQ-5), no significant secondary impacts to air quality are anticipated.
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Response to Comment O7-7

The IRP focuses on the planning and upgrading of the wastewater
treatment system. The City of Los Angeles also recognizes the
increasing need to integrate wastewater planning with other water
resources planning efforts. Therefore, the IRP Draft EIR focuses on
wastewater project-level components with program-level components
that include wastewater, water reuse, and conservation projects. The
proposed project is not a traditional development project that would
negatively impact the water supply. Rather, the Project Alternatives
would increase the use of recycled water, which would offset the
need to import water from outside the region. In addition, as detailed
in Section 2.2.1 of the Draft EIR, a minimal number of additional
employees would be required to operate IRP components; therefore,
water consumption would be minimal and insignificant. Although
construction would require use of more water than operation, the
impact would be short term and not significant. As detailed in
Section 4.2 of the Draft EIR, the Project Alternatives are not
expected to be growth-inducing because the Project would not result
in the construction of new housing (directly or indirectly by
removing existing obstacles to growth), but is a plan to respond to
SCAGs projected growth. It should be noted that the wastewater flow
projections developed as part of the IRP are based on SCAG
projection; hence, the facilities have been sized and proposed to
respond specifically to future projected population for the service
area. In addition, the implementation of the facilities improvements
would be based on trigger flows that would use demand or
regulatory drivers to trigger the timing of improvements

(Sections 2.4.1 and 4.2.4.2 of the Draft EIR). The LADWP Urban
Water Management Plan (UWMP) addresses future water supply
issues.

Additionally, Section 3.11 of the Draft EIR analyzed the potential for
IRP components to affect watershed areas and groundwater basins
because of increased recycled water usage and/or water runoff
management. As detailed in Section 3.11.3.3 of the Draft EIR, the
only residual impact to water quality is associated with the
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possibility, although unlikely, that a break in the NEIS II, GBIS, and/or VSLIS due to an earthquake could potentially result in a groundwater quality
impact.

The comment incorrectly states that the Draft EIR considers existing water conservation ordinances as mitigation measures. The IRP integrates wastewater
planning and water planning activities, and is consistent with LADWP’s UWMP. Although the IRP components were based on an extensive Facilities Plan
process, the components carried through the Draft EIR does not limit or hinder the City from further pursuing other alternatives or methods of water
conservation or management. In fact, LADWP continues to move forward with its aggressive water conservation program, including exploration of new
conservation opportunities consistent with the goals of the IRP and the UWMP. As discussed above, and detailed in Section 2 of the Draft EIR, a minimal
number of additional employees would be required to operate IRP components; therefore, water consumption would be minimal and insignificant.
Although construction would require use of more water than operation, the impact would be short term and not significant.

Recycled water could be used for dust control as it is a Department of Health Services (DHS) approved use of secondary disinfected and tertiary treated
recycled water and not expected to result in adverse health effects.

Response to Comment O7-8

As detailed in Section 3.5.3.2, no state- or federally listed endangered, threatened, rare, candidate, sensitive species, or special-status species were found
within the footprint of the Tillman project-level components (expansion, process upgrades and wastewater storage). Generally, the program-level
components would be under urbanized conditions; however, as the exact location of program-level components are not final, the potential impacts to
biological resources could occur. As detailed in Section 3.5.3.3 of the Draft EIR, if program-level components are located in non-urban, undeveloped, or
open space areas, a significant impact on biological resources could occur unless mitigation measure BIO-MM-3 (site survey by a qualified biologist) is
incorporated. After mitigation, the impact on biological resources is expected to be less than significant.
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Response to Comment O7-9

R Section 3.13 of the Draft EIR details the potential noise impact of

the proposed project components and alternatives. In particular, the
section addresses the noise sensitive receptors adjacent or within
close proximity to the components, which includes schools,
residences, parks, libraries, hospital, and other care facilities, and the
potential impacts of construction and operation on these sensitive
receptors. Table 3.13-11 of the Draft EIR is a list of the estimated
noise level from major construction activities (i.e., type of
equipment and workday utilization rate used in the analysis).
Section 3.13.3.3 of the Draft EIR also includes numerous mitigation
measures to reduce noise impacts during construction, such as
NV-MM-1 through NV-MM-5, which includes noise attenuating
devises, such as mufflers, curtains, noise control plans, notification
IX. LIGHT AND GLARE IMPACTS and a 24-hour hotline for questions and concerns. With
implementation of these measures, potential construction impacts
associated with the Project Alternatives would be less than
significant.

078

Light and glare was not adegquately asse

07-10

Response to Comment O7-10

Section 3.2.4.1 of the Draft EIR adequately assessed potential for

. CHRNGES TN PORULATION light/glare impacts of the components, while Section 3.2.4.4
; addressed the potential impact of implementing each alternative

e e, Hrl e using significance threshold AES-4 (routine intrusion of lighting on
reater population density in a regional ready without adequate to adjacent light-sensitive uses). To reduce lighting impacts during
construction, Section 3.2.4.4 of the Draft EIR includes mitigation
measure AES-MM-7, which specifies measures (i.e., shielding and
directional lighting) that will be implemented at construction sites in
residential areas. To reduce impacts from the operation of
components, mitigation measure AES-MM-8 is included in the Draft
EIR (also Section 3.2.4.4) that includes similar measures included in
AES-MM-7 (i.e., shielding and directional lighting) to limit
operational lighting impacts in residential areas. Implementation of
mitigation measures (AES-MM-7 and AES-MM-8) would serve to
reduce potentially significant impacts to less than significant.

Changes in populaticn will occur if this project

07-11

0712
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Response to Comment O7-11

As mentioned under response to comment O7-7, and detailed in Section 4.2 of the Draft EIR, the Project Alternatives are not expected to be directly or
indirectly growth-inducing. In addition, the implementation of the facilities improvements would be based on trigger flows that would use demand or
regulatory drivers to trigger the timing of improvements (Sections 2.4.1 and 4.2.4.2 of the Draft EIR); therefore, treatment plant capacity expansion would
only occur if future flow conditions require expansion. Treatment capacity does not determine or directly influence the balance of jobs and housing.
Rather, jobs/housing balances are more appropriately influenced through land use policies and planning tools such as the General Plan, Community Plans,
and other land use planning documents. Regarding job/housing balance, the IRP components and alternatives are not a development, but an infrastructure
project. As detailed in Section 2.2.1 of the Draft EIR, a minimal number of additional employees would be required to operate IRP components
(particularly associated with project-level components at Hyperion, Tillman and LAG). Impacts associated with increased public services (police, fire and
schools) are detailed in Section 3.15.3.3. In summary, the minimal increase in staff would not generate additional demand or need for public services, and
no new facilities or projects associated with those services would be required.

Response to Comment O7-12

Per CEQA Guidelines Section 15126.2, the EIR must disclosure any significant environmental effects that cannot be avoided if a project is implemented.
As addressed in detail in Section 3.7 of the Draft EIR, the excavation and tunneling associated with the NEIS II and GBIS project components have a high
potential to affect archaeological resources and human remains within 0.25 miles of the Los Angeles River. In addition, the impact on paleontological
resources would also be potentially significant for the NEIS II and GBIS components. Even with mitigation, the impact to these resources in potentially
significant. Per CEQA Guidelines Section 15091 and Section 15092, after considering this Final EIR in conjunction with the findings that one or more
significant environmental effects of the project cannot be avoided, the decision-making body can approve the project due to overriding concerns (as
described in CEQA Guidelines Section 15093). The Findings and Statement of Overriding Considerations will include the potential for significant impacts
on cultural and paleontological resources. It should be noted that neither the NEIS II nor the GBIS alignments would be located in the Sepulveda Basin,
and therefore would not affect cultural resources within the Basin.
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Response to Comment O7-13

The commenter asks several general questions about how the traffic
impact analysis was conducted and how the temporary adverse
impacts identified will be mitigated.

The methodology used to identify potential project-related traffic
impacts is described in Section 3.17.3.2 of the Draft EIR on

pages 3.17-23 and 3.17-24. As stated, the project addresses the
wastewater, recycled water and stormwater-related facilities and
needs of the City of Los Angeles for the year 2020. The traffic
impact analysis of the proposed NEIS II and GBIS alignments was
conducted for 2012 and 2014 conditions, respectively,
corresponding to the time frame when they would be under
construction.

Section 3.17.3.2 describes the location and extent of the temporary
adverse traffic impacts that could result from construction of the
proposed project and, as noted in the Draft EIR, the analysis
represents a conservative, worst-case assessment of the impacts
likely to be experienced on the street system in the immediate
vicinity of each site where in-street construction activities potentially
could result in temporary lane closures.

The proposed mitigation measures are described in Section 3.17.3.3
of the Draft EIR (pages 3.17-79 and 3.17-80). These measures are
applicable to each of the in-street and off-street construction sites, as
appropriate, that would be used to construct the infrastructure
facilities proposed as part of the project. Mitigation includes
preparation of site-specific construction traffic management and
control plans which provides ways to minimize impacts to parking,
bikeways and pedestrian access (TRA-MM-1 through TRA-MM-4).
Advance notice to any affected properties and public service
providers is also included (TRA-MM-5 through TRA-MM-7).
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With mitigation, the temporary adverse traffic impacts of the project would be less than significant. The construction traffic management plans and, where
appropriate, construction traffic control plans, will designate haul routes to be used, identify access to each construction site and any necessary lane
closures, detours, turning movement restrictions and traffic control devices.

No long-term traffic impacts were identified in the Draft EIR, as no permanent lane closures would occur and only minimal trips would be generated by
the proposed facilities once they are operational.

Response to Comment O7-14

The Project Alternatives are an infrastructure project that would involve minimal additional employees to operate. In addition, as stated in Section 3.15.3.1
of the Draft EIR, because the components and Project Alternatives would not result in development of residential, commercial or industrial land uses, nor
would they increase growth (as detailed in Section 4.2 of the Draft EIR and described in response to comment O7-7). As described in detail in

Section 3.15, no additional demands on provisions of, and access to, police or fire protection or public school services are anticipated as a result of
operation of the project. As it relates to construction, as described in Section 3.15.3.3, advance notice would be given to LAPD and LAFD regarding the
location and duration of any traffic delays and applicable detours to minimize potential disruption to police and fire protection services caused by limited
access to and/or closure of lanes and streets within the public rights-of way. In addition, emergency ingress and egress for police and fire protection
facilities would be maintained during construction. As noted in Section 3.1.1, construction will follow the uniform practices established by the Southern
California Chapter of the American Public Works Association (for example, Standard Specifications for Public Works Construction and Work Area
Traffic Control Handbook). Therefore, less than significant impacts to police and fire services are anticipated and no additional mitigation is required.

Response to Comment O7-15

Section 3.15 of the Draft EIR specifically addresses security at Hyperion, Tillman and LAG, where potential security issues are the greatest, as it relates to
the potential for proposed improvements to create the need for additional public services. The City implements security measures at City facilities in
accordance with City policies and procedures as part of its operating procedures and will continue to address security issues during construction and
operation of the Recommended Alternative. For key facilities, security is provided through fencing (or barriers) and controlled facility access. The City has
over 6,500 miles of sewers and over 2,000 miles of storm drains, which provides some level of conveyance redundancy. Active security measures are not
provided for underground pipelines; however, the exact location of such pipelines are generally unknown and this, as well as the underground nature of
these facilities likely lessen their value as potential terrorist targets. Because of the unannounced and apparently random nature of terrorist attacks, no
facility is immune from such attacks, and in the event that a terrorist attack occurs to City infrastructure, response, and repairs would be made by the City.
In addition, and appropriate action would be taken by federal and state agencies in response to such attacks.
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Response to Comment O7-16

Section 3.18 of the Draft EIR details the potential for the
construction and operation of project- and program-level
components to generate solid waste. Table 3.18-3 of the Draft EIR
provides a summary of the components and the estimated
construction debris and soil that would be generated, as well as solid
waste generation during operation. Specifically, Section 3.18.3.3 of
the Draft EIR analyzes the impacts of potential generation
(quantified) of solid waste associated with the construction and
operation of each Project Alternative. Alternatives 2 through 4 would
have similar inert construction debris generated (286,859 yd*), while
Alternative 1 would have a slightly higher amount (286,860 yd*).
Construction debris is estimated to represent approximately 1 percent
of the combined remaining volume of the Bradley West and
Sunshine Canyon Landfills and could be accommodated at either
facility; therefore, a less than significant impact is anticipated. Of all
the alternatives, Alternative 3 would have the least amount of
excavated soils. However, as detailed in Section 3.18.3.3 of the Draft
EIR, excavated soil of an acceptable quality will first be used for
other projects, agricultural operations, and imported soil to cover
daily landfilling. Any soil delivered to the landfills in excess of daily
landfill cover capacity is generally accepted and stockpiled for future
use or as needed to cap closed landfills. Operation of the Project
Alternatives includes solid waste generation associated with
increased staffing at the Hyperion, Tillman and LAG. The estimated
increase in staff is minimal (i.e., maximum of 13 new employees
associated with Alternative 2, with an estimated solid waste
generation of 21.1 tons per year).

Regarding designation of haul routes, because the Recommended
Alternative or staff recommended NEIS II and GBIS alignments
have not been approved by the decisionmakers, and a contractor has
not been selected, specific haul routes have not yet been identified.
As described in Section 3.17 of the Draft EIR, the City of

Los Angeles (Department of Transportation) reviews each haul route
permit for specific application of its general guidelines. For all
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construction sites, mitigation measure TRA-MM-1 (preparation of a traffic management plan, including designation of haul routes) was identified in the
Draft EIR to reduce construction impacts to traffic to less than significant.

Section 3.18.3.2 and Section 3.18.3.3 of the Draft EIR detail the estimated electrical energy needs of the components and alternatives. In summary,
Alternative 1 would result in the least demand in the amount of electricity (188.0 million kWh per year by 2020) and Alternative 2 would result in the most
demand in the amount of electricity (290.3 million kWh per year by 2020). Backup energy sources are not anticipated, except as necessary and associated
with proposed aboveground infrastructure requiring electrical energy (i.e., Hyperion, Tillman, LAG, ATFs, URPs, etc.).

Response to Comment O7-17

The proposed project is an infrastructure project; not a development project. As detailed in Section 1 and Section 2 of the Draft EIR, the IRP is a project
whose intent is to propose infrastructure to meet future wastewater system needs of the City of Los Angeles to the year 2020, while integrating recycled
water and the runoff systems. The Project Alternatives were based on the modeling performed for the IRP Facilities Plan, which identified wastewater
system inadequacies based on the wastewater needs projected for the year 2020 (Section 1.4 of the Draft EIR). Therefore, adequate volume and hydrology
of the entire wastewater system was taken into account when identifying the project-level components of the Project Alternatives. The Draft EIR
appropriately details and analyzes the potential for the construction and operation of the Project Alternatives (including the components proposed to meet
the projected wastewater system needs of the City of Los Angeles) to have an impact on the environment. The commenter’s note that the “quality” of
wastewater being discharged to the sewer system should be more thoroughly analyzed is not relevant because quality is controlled by City ordinances,
permit requirements and County programs that are dependent on the land use (i.e. Los Angeles County Sanitation District's industrial waste pretreatment
program). In addition, the quality of the wastewater is regulated by discharge standards and requirements (surface water quality standards and discharge
permit requirements are detailed in Section 3.11, starting on page 3.11-11 of the Draft EIR).

With the exception of BIO-MM- 5 (page 3.5-47 of the Draft EIR), which relates to the oak tree ordinance and not the volume of wastewater, no mitigation
measures in the Draft EIR are based on City ordinances. As all four of the Project Alternatives would meet the projected wastewater system needs of the
City of Los Angeles, thereby addressing potential sewer flow issues, no mitigation is required beyond those identified in the Draft EIR (see Table ES-1 of
this Final EIR for a summary of all potential environmental effects). As noted in Section 1.4 of the Draft EIR, Volume 4 of the IRP Facilities Plan details
the development, evaluation and identification of the all four of the Project Alternatives. The methodology for assessing utilities and service system
impacts was based on the comparison of component-generated demand with existing and anticipated resources (page 3.18-9 of the Draft EIR).

Response to Comment O7-18

As described in response to comment O7-1 above, the Draft EIR identified that construction of the wastewater storage at Tillman would result in the
temporary elimination of the existing cricket field, which would be considered significant. Mitigation measure REC-MM-1 (temporary relocation of the
cricket field) was included to fully mitigate the potential impacts to recreation associated with the relocation of the cricket field during construction of the
wastewater storage at Tillman. Operation of the wastewater storage tank at Tillman would be belowground, thereby not precluding aboveground recreation
(i.e., the cricket field). As addressed in Section 3.16.2.3 of the Draft EIR, for several of the ATFs proposed for recreational areas (for both NEIS II and
GBIS alignments) a significant impact would remain and a permanent loss of recreational use would occur even with implementation of mitigation
measures REC-MM-2 (locate construction within recreational facilities in a manner to minimize impacts to recreation) and REC-MM-3 (coordinate
placement of ATFs in recreational areas to minimize impacts to recreation). If after considering this Final EIR, the decisionmakers find that the benefits of
the project outweigh the unavoidable adverse environmental effects, a Findings and Statement of Overriding Considerations will be required.
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Response to Comment O7-19

As described in detail in Section 3.9, Geology and Soils, the City of Los Angeles is located in Southern California, which is a seismically active area. The
NEIS II alignments would both cross the Hollywood-Raymond fault, and the Draft EIR discusses the potential for the fault crossing to result in significant
impacts in the event of a catastrophic earthquake that ruptures the sewer. The Draft EIR did not identify a significant potential for breakage for GBIS or
VSLIS as the alignments would not cross know active faults. As detailed in GEO-MM-1 in Section 3.9.3.3 of the Draft EIR, mitigative design and/or
construction measures have been identified to minimize the potential for pipe breakage along NEIS II in the event of movement on the Hollywood-
Raymond fault, which include using two linings and shorter pipe sections to spread the offset or displacement over a multiple number of pipe sections,
using welded steel lining and cement grout to enhance the structural capacity of the pipe and increase ductility, using a vault reach across the fault to allow
for controlled pipeline deformation along he crossing, and using a larger tunnel and lining system across the fault zone to allow for controlled deformation.
The Draft EIR concludes that even with the incorporation of all current design standards and mitigation measure GEO-MM-1, the potential still exists for a
break in the NEIS II sewer where the pipeline crosses the Hollywood-Raymond fault due to the uncontrollable and unpredictable nature of earthquakes.
Although remote, the Draft EIR identified the potential for a sewer rupture as a significant and unavoidable impact for the NEIS II alignments. Regarding
the potential for settlement, Section 3.9 of the Draft EIR identified the potential for surface settlement during sewer construction (NEIS II, GBIS, and
VSLIS) by tunneling as a potentially significant impact. As detailed in GEO-MM-2 in Section 3.9.3.3 of the Draft EIR, mitigation to control settlement
includes limiting potential surface settlement during tunneling (this surface settlement limit has been revised in this Final EIR to add a goal of 0.50-inch to
further limit surface settlement along the tunnel alignment). GEO-MM-2 also describe potential measures to meet the settlement limit, including the use of
compaction grouting to fill voids, grouting in advance of the tunnel as geotechnical conditions require, monitoring settlement along the alignment, and
specifying types of tunneling machines that can decrease the potential for surface settlement. The Draft EIR concludes that even with the implementation
of mitigation measure GEO-MM-2, the potential still exists for surface settlement in excess of the settlement limit due to the sometimes unpredictable
nature of subsurface soil conditions. As addressed in response to O7-12, above, after considering this Final EIR in conjunction with the findings that one or
more significant environmental effects of the project cannot be avoided, the decision-making body can approve the project due to overriding concerns (as
described in CEQA Guidelines Section 15093). The Findings and Statement of Overriding Considerations will include the potential for significant impacts
associated with the potential for pipe rupture during a seismic event.
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Response to Comment O7-20

Sections 3.2.4.1 and 3.2.4.4 of the Draft EIR discusses the potential
for visual impacts to recognized and valued views, which include the
potential for view blockages during construction (from tall pieces of
construction equipment); the potential for view blockages from
proposed facilities at Hyperion, Tillman, and LAG; and the potential
for view blockages from recycled water tanks and urban runoff
plants. In addition, the Draft EIR discusses the potential for the
Project Alternatives to introduce elements that substantially contrast
with existing features, which includes the scale of facilities. The
Draft EIR and modifications described in this Final EIR identify to
potential to introduce potentially contrasting elements during
construction, from the placement of ATFs in recreational areas, and
potentially from the placement of pump stations, storage tanks, and
URPs. Section 3.2.4.4 of the Draft EIR also identifies several
mitigation measures (AES-MM-1, AES-MM-2, AES-MM-3,
AES-MM-4, AES-MM-5, and AES-MM-6) to minimize
construction related view impacts and to reduce potentially
significant impacts from operation of the alternatives to a less than
significant level. AES-MM-1 requires the screening of construction
shaft sites in recreational or residential areas to minimize potential
aesthetic incompatibilities with surrounding uses. AES-MM-2
requires that ATFs proposed for recreational areas are located in a
manner that least affects recreational uses. AES-MM-3 requires
screening (architectural treatment and landscaping) for permanent
above ground structures such as storage tanks and ATFs. AES-MM-
4 requires design and siting modification in a manner that minimizes
or avoids key view blockages, if feasible. AES-MM-5 requires the
placement of pump stations and storage tanks underground, if
feasible, and selection of appropriate color and landscaping. AES-
MM-6 requires the design of URPs to minimize the contrast of the
facilities with surrounding areas. These mitigation would reduce the
impact of construction activities and permanent aboveground
structures (i.e., storage tanks, ATFs, URPs, etc) in areas where there
are recognized and values views and where the potential for
incompatibility with surrounding areas are a concern. The mitigation
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measures regarding the site placement of ATFs in a manner that least affects recreational areas and that requires screening of facilities would also
minimize concerns about effects to hospitality and ambience. Additional mitigation measures specific to the Valley Heart Shaft Site (i.e., relocation of
shaft site/ATF further from recreational users) have been added to aesthetics and recreation to further reduce potential for impacts (see Section 2 of this
Final EIR and response to comment AJ1-4).

Regarding the questions about impacts and access to businesses, the components would be sited in the public right-of-way, would be located underground,
or would be constructed from select off-street sites. With the exception of the acquisition of two surface parcels that are currently used by businesses (auto
repair and parking), as described in Section 3.14.3.2 of the Draft EIR, none of the IRP components would prevent access to businesses. As noted in the
Draft EIR, relocation assistance, as applicable, would be provided. Regarding the questions about the marketability of homes close to facilities, the Project
Alternatives are not expected to significantly adversely affect marketability. Rather, the provision of infrastructure is a prerequisite to residential,
commercial, and industrial development, and generally facilitates the use and marketability of property. As the intent of CEQA (and therefore the Draft
EIR) is to address the potential environmental impacts of a proposed project on the physical environment, the focus of the analysis is on physical changes
(see Section 15131 of CEQA Guidelines). Your comments are noted.

Response to Comment O7-21

Section 4.2 of the Draft EIR discusses the potential growth inducing impacts of the Project Alternatives at full implementation of the IRP (assumed to be
in 2020). This section includes discussions of the types of growth (land use and population), describes existing obstacles to growth, and evaluates the
potential for the Project Alternatives to result in growth either directly through the construction of new housing; or indirectly related to capital spending,
removal of obstacles to growth, and by indirectly providing water to City residents by offsetting the use of potable water with increased use of recycled
water. The Section concludes that the Project Alternatives would not directly or indirectly result in growth that is not already planned for because the
Alternatives would not provide housing, because the wastewater capacity expansions are based on projected wastewater levels that are in turn based on
SCAG population projections, and because increasing recycled water would not result in excess water supplies but would rather allow the City to purchase
less water from the Metropolitan Water District. The use of SCAG population projections in the development of future wastewater projections has been
used by the City in past facilities plans and ensures that the sizing of wastewater treatment facilities does not result in conditions that could conflict with
growth management policies development by the City and/or SCAG. SCAGs growth management policies, formerly expressed in the Growth
Management Plan, are now incorporated into the Growth Management Chapter of the Regional Comprehensive Plan.

The issue in the Laurel Heights Improvement Association of San Francisco, Inc. versus the Regents of the University of California case was that the
University prepared an environmental document evaluating only one phase of the project when it was reasonable that a second phase would occur. This
situation is not applicable to the IRP, either from a project standpoint or a growth inducing standpoint, because the Project Alternatives address the
anticipated and projected future needs of the wastewater system, integrates future recycled water and urban runoff management needs, and assumes full
implementation of the selected Alternative. The potential for the Project Alternatives to result in growth beyond projected growth is fully discussed in
Section 4 of the Draft EIR. The evaluation is considered a cumulative evaluation because it addresses the needs of the entire wastewater system, including
contract agencies.

The short-term versus long-term effects are described in Section 4.3 of the Draft EIR, which identifies long term benefits of the Project Alternatives related
to the protection of public health and safety, the provision of adequate wastewater conveyance and treatment, and protection of the environment (improved
water quality and increased sustainability). Section 4.3 of the Draft EIR also identifies short-term effects related to construction of the IRP.
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Response to Comment O7-22

Section 2 of the Draft EIR contains a complete description of the Project Alternatives, including the No Project Alternative. The impacts of these
alternatives are evaluated at a co-equal level throughout Section 3 of the Draft EIR. All of the IRP build alternatives are designed to safely and effectively
manage future wastewater anticipated to be generated in the Hyperion Service Area. Because the existing wastewater system is inadequate to manage
future projected flow, the City is proposing concrete measures to protect the environment through the implementation of the selected Project Alternative.
Although the City of Los Angeles is located in an area that faces challenges in terms of the quality of the air, water, and earth, the Project Alternatives
would help address such quality issues by adequately and safely managing future wastewater generated in the service area, by improving the quality of
urban runoff in the City, and by increasing the use of recycled water. Contrary to the assertions in the comment that not selecting the Project Alternative or
greatly minimizing it would reduce demands on infrastructure, the opposite is a more likely scenario. By not selecting a Project Alternative, adequate
infrastructure would not be provided in an integrated manner to address future wastewater and water resources needs, which is likely to result in a future
situation where increased demand relative to system capacity could compromise the protection of public health and safety, given future growth projected
by SCAG.

As discussed in Section 3 of the Draft EIR, the Project Alternatives would result in significant unavoidable environmental impacts under various resource
areas. In compliance with Section 21081 of CEQA, the City will make findings with respect to each significant impact for the selected Alternative
(Alternative 4 is the Recommended Alternative) regarding changes to the project or mitigation to avoid or lessen the significant impact, regarding the
responsibility for implementing the changes or mitigation, regarding considerations that may make mitigation measures or alternatives infeasible, and that
overriding benefits of the Project outweigh the significant impacts. Concrete reasons or justifications would be provided, and the findings will be
supported by substantial evidence in the record and this is consistent with the referenced court case.
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Response to Comment O7-23

Although the Project Alternatives have similar environmental
impacts, Alternative 1 is identified as the Environmentally Superior
Alternative in Section 4.5 of the Draft EIR, as required by CEQA.
However, the other alternatives emphasize different aspects and
objectives of integrated wastewater management, including higher
levels of recycled water use and different methods of managing
runoff. Following close of the public review period, City staff
determined that Alternative 4 is the Recommended Alternative based
on relative ability to meet Project Objectives, and Alternative 4 is
recommended for approval (see Section 1.5 of this Final EIR for
further details). The City is not making any determination regarding
an environmentally preferable alternative, as indicated in the
comment; rather, the City has identified the Environmentally
Superior Alternative as required by Section 15126.6 of the CEQA
Guidelines, and staff have identified a Recommended Alternative
o ; ¢ g based on how well the alternative meets the Project objectives. City
6737 | ‘mesoorce-DaFeise Miac ¥, IARCO E1987] A7 DEIIY GGutRel D AE DigE, Dioe, Council will balance, as applicable, the economic, legal, social,
] technological, and other benefits of the Alternatives against the
potential unavoidable impacts in their decision regarding the
alternative to approve (consistent with the referenced San Francisco
e | Ecology case). City Council may decide to select an Alternative other
Secbion 21002 off the Public:hepourves, Gode {SEQR) Sotnldangencies fro than the Environmentally Superior Alternative or the Recommended
Alternative. Regardless of the selected alternative, a Statement of
Overriding Considerations would be adopted because all of the
Alternatives would result in unavoidable significant environmental
effects. In compliance with Section 21081 of CEQA, the City will
make findings with respect to each significant impact for the selected
Alternative regarding changes to the project or mitigation to avoid or
lessen the significant impact, regarding the responsibility for
implementing the changes or mitigation, regarding considerations
that may make mitigation measures or alternatives infeasible, and that
overriding benefits of the Project outweigh the significant impacts.
Concrete reasons or justifications would be provided, and the
findings will be supported by substantial evidence in the record.

SELECTION OF LEAST DESTRUCTIVE ALTERNATIVE THAT
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Response to Comment O7-24

The Draft EIR was prepared in accordance with Section 21002.1,
21003, 21061, 21082.1, 21082.2, 21083.2, 21091, and 21092 of the
CEQA Statutes and Article 7 of the CEQA Guidelines. This Final
EIR has also been prepared in accordance with Section 15089 of the
CEQA Guidelines and the approval, certification, and findings of the
City Council (decisionmakers) will also be in accordance to all
applicable CEQA Statutes and Guidelines. In addition, as set forth in
Section 15003(f) of the CEQA Guidelines, and noted by the
commenter, the decisionmakers will consider protection to the
environment within the reasonable scope of the statutory language
(Friends of Mammoth v. Board of Supervisors, 8 Cal. 3d 247 — it
should be noted that this court decision involves activities in no way
similar to the proposed project, but that this “policy,” and others
under Section 15003, are applicable as policies to be implicit in
CEQA). Therefore, the Draft EIR, as well as this Final EIR, are
consistent and fully compliant with the provisions of CEQA (Statues
and Guidelines) and the legislative intent of CEQA have been met
within the scope of the statutory language, including Section 21001
of CEQA Statutes.

As described in detail in Section 2.3.8 of the Draft EIR, under the
No Project Alternative, integrated improvements to the wastewater
treatment and collection system, recycled water system, and runoff
system would not occur. However, the No Project Alternative would
not preclude individual wastewater, recycled water, or runoff
projects to occur as regulatory requirements and/or future demands
require. If after considering this Final EIR, the decisionmakers find
that the benefits of the project outweigh the unavoidable adverse
environmental effects, a Findings and Statement of Overriding
Considerations will be required. The comment is noted and will be
included into this Final EIR for review and consideration of
decisionmakers.
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Response to Comment O7-25

The Recommended Alternative was based on how well the alternative meets the Project Objectives detailed in Section 1.3 of the Draft EIR. City Council
will balance, as applicable, the economic, legal, social, technological, and other benefits of the alternatives against the potential unavoidable impacts in
their decision regarding the alternative to approve. Your comments regarding the potential for the Project Alternatives to cause environmental impacts
within the Sepulveda Basin are addressed in response to comments O7-1 to O7-6 and O7-12. Your comment is noted and will be included in this Final EIR
for review and consideration of decisionmakers.
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File No. 0216820011

Mr. Adel Hagckhalil

City of Los Angeles

Public Works, Bureau of Sanitation
Wastewater Engineéring Scrvices Division
2714 Med:a Center Drive

Los Angeles, CA 90065

Re:  Inteprated Resources Plan Drafl Environmental Jmpact Report, SCH No.
2004071091

Dear Mr, Hagekhalil:

On behalf of our ¢lienits, Forest Lawn Memorial-Park Association and Forést Lawn
Mortuary (together “Forest Lawn™), we have reviewed the Draft Environmental Impact Report
(“Drafl EIR") for the Integrated Resources Plan (“IRP™). Forest Lawn has an understandahlc
interest in this project, as it relies on recycled water to maintain the 439 acre cemelery at its
Hollywood Hills site. In addition, upon reviewing the Draft ETR, Forest Lawn is concerned that
the proposed Glendale-Burbank Interceptor Sewer Line South (*GBIS South™) alignment could
interfere with Forest l.awn’s service to the T.os Angeles community.

1 Project Allernatives

After reviewing the Draft ETR and the evaluation of the preferred alternative involving
cxpansion of Hyperion Waste Treatment Facility, Forest Lawn would like the Bureau of
Sanitation (“the Bureau™) to [urther consider selecting Altemative 2, which would in¢lude
cxpansion of thc Tillman and Los Angeles-Glendale Facililics. If Alternative 2 is not selected.
Forest Lawn requests that the Bureau consider the production cxpansion of the Los Angeles-
Glendale facility in addition to other proposed changes to the Hyperion and Tillman facilitics.

The Los Angeles-Glendale facility supplies Forest Lawn Hollywood Hills with its
recycled water supply, which is eurrently limited to 1500 gallons per minute. This supply barely
meets Forest Lawn's current recycled water needs. In addition, Forest Lawn is surrounded by
uses that ure also prime candidates for recycled water usc, including Griffith Park and the

LA™ 1344049 |

(MON) 2. 27" 06 Z%ﬁisgﬁm@ﬂhiﬁﬁﬂﬂﬂﬂﬁﬁﬂ P 2

Letter O8. Signatory — Forest Lawn
Memorial-Park Association

Response to Comment O8-1

Comment noted. Refer to the responses to specific comments
below.

Response to Comment O&8-2

Comment noted. As described in the Draft EIR, Alternatives 1, 3,
and 4 do not involve expansion of LAG but do include a 5-MG
recycled water storage tank. The recycled water storage tank would
allow recycled water to be produced (and stored) when actual
recycled water demand is low (evenings) thus allowing greater
recycled water use although LAG expansion would not occur
under those alternatives. Because of this, adequate recycled water
to accommodate the potential uses identified by the commenter is
expected to be available regardless of the selected alternative. As a
note, Alternative 4 was selected as the Recommended Alternative
and is recommended for implementation.

Regarding the comment that the Recommended Alternative would
not adequately meet recycled water demands in the vicinity of
Forest Lawn, this is inaccurate. LAG is currently operating at
below its currently rated capacity of 20 mgd and its assumed
derated capacity of 15 mgd. As additional recycled water demands
develop in the vicinity of Forest Lawn, additional recycled water
can be produced. In addition, LADWP currently supplies recycled
water to Griffith Park. LADWP is responsible for implementing
recycled water projects and will continue to operate the existing
recycled water system and explore expansion opportunities in the
area served by LAG.
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grassland areq that will cover the Silver Lake Storage J
Department of Water and Power ("DWP"™). e et et vt i

The preferred alternative, however, wo i 1 iti

prime cmdid.atr:s for recycled water use. Bacnl:lsi ::1112011‘.?: ﬂ;;ﬂgmfgw;ﬁ o these
pz_atural sup]?lfe_r for locations in the 5-134 corridor area, improvements to the Hyperion y
Tillman facilities would not adequately address this need and opportunity for my(ﬂﬂmln:ew Ted
water yse, This Would likely result in additional demand on potable water supplies, where -
r%cvwlcd water supplics would be appropriate, as water demand for these sites grow:s wi'u'l:
ﬂl;'i‘ c:ss :0 recycled water does not change. In addition, Forest Lawn, Griffith Park, and the Silver
o ﬂéd&_g*? Replacement Project are close together, reduci ng the infrastructure necessary (o

PpLy additional recycled water from the Log Angeles-Glendalc facility to the sites,

Forest Lawn contributes to the City's water conservation goals by utilizine rec
;ﬁﬁ:&.ﬁ :m-u}d a;f)precmc the opportunity, with its neighbors, 1o do mire, By :ﬁmﬁﬁ
i ;g]p y o recyc!ed water that can be used for the maintenance of the grounds at Forest
ey ,hmn tlh Park, the Silver Luke Storage Replacement Project, as well as other sites
e :h . € area, the Bureau would truly be plunning for the next twenty or more years
. ugh the Inhcgratcd Resources Plan, Forest Lawn hopes the Bureau will more senously
consider expanding the Los Angeles-Glendale facility to supply these ideal rocycled water
consumers with a full present and future supply of recycled water

2. The Proposed GBIS South Alignmeny

Forest Lawn is concemed with several elemen
: : ts of the Draft EIR related t
S:I;ISB S;;:_ulh Alignment. W]n_lc Forest Lawn is aware (hat the Bureau has not yet ?1:?;1]:::123“
x ¢ w:@n?gt the GBIS will use, Forest Lawn is concemed that the Draft EIR does not
equately address concerns related to Forest Lawn’s operation of a rych-needed community

| service,

a. Cumulative Projects Analysis
The Draft ER discusses several projects that will occur in and around Forest Lawn’s

Hollywood Hills location, ineludin ’
: & the DWP*s proposed Lower and Upper Reach Projects. Th
Drafi EIR does not mention, however, the DWPs Silver I ake Storage Replacement Prjnjcc L, ’

proposed DWP projects includi e : :
pol, pro) including construction in and around the Headworks Spreaditig Grounds
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Letter O8. Signatory — Forest Lawn Memorial-Park Association
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Response to Comment O8-3

As described in Section 2 of the Draft EIR, a majority of the
construction and operation of the proposed sewer infrastructure
(both GBIS alignments) would occur belowground. Section 3 of
the Draft EIR analyzed in detail the potential impacts from the
construction (i.e., shaft sites) and operation (i.e., ATFs) of the
sewer on adjacent land uses. As it relates to Forest Lawn, the Draft
EIR analyzed the proposed shaft sites at the Barham Shaft Site and
the Travel Town Shaft Site, which are closest to Forest Lawn, and
no aboveground structures (with the exception of maintenance
holes) are proposed in the proximity of Forest Lawn. Although the
Barham Shaft Site could require the closure of a parking lane and a
travel lane on Forest Lawn Drive near Barham Boulevard, all
construction in the street would require work area traffic control
plans, which would be reviewed and approved by the City's
Department of Transportation. The traffic control plan would
ensure that potential traffic impacts along Forest Lawn Drive are
kept to a minimum and that traffic control practices and safety
measures acceptable to the City’s Department of Transportation are
implemented.

Response to Comment O8-4

Revisions have been made to the Draft EIR, and included in
Section 2 of this Final EIR, to include the proposed LADWP Silver
Lake Reservoir Complex Storage Replacement Project. Based on
the timing of this project, there is a possibility that a portion of the
GBIS South Alignment (e.g., Travel Town and Barham shaft sites),
if chosen, could cause short-term (construction) adverse traffic
impacts. Section 3.17.3.3 of the Draft EIR, mitigation measures
that would be implemented during construction (TRA-MM-1
through TRA-MM-7) would provide detailed site-specific traffic
control plans to be approved by LADOT that includes elements
such as location of any street closures, restricted hours, detours,
haul routes, coordination with emergency and public service
providers, and notice of construction to adjacent properties.
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b. Aesthetics

The Draft EIR does not address the aesthetic impacts that would be caused by the
proposed construction of the GBIS South. As is correctly noted in the Draft ETR, Forest Luwn
Drive is a City-Designated Scenic Highway, yet the Draft EIR suggests construction running
from Travel Town to Barham Boulevard for up to three years, Forest Lawn requests that the
acsthetic value of Forest Lawn Drive, as recognized by the City of Los Angeles, be considered in
evalualing alternatives for the GBIS. ln addition, the acsthetic impacts of the GBIS Soqlh
alignment should also be considered with respect to the significant amount of construction that
will be occurring on and adjacent to Forest Lawn Drive in the next ten years due to other projects
planned in the vicinity.

<. Noise and Oder

As we are suré You ¢an appreciate, Forest Lawn is an especially sensilive use when noise
and odor are involved. Forest Lawn conducts outdoor interment services on a daily basis. While
Forest Lawn understands that the long term operational impacts of many infrastructure _
improvement projects can have little or no effect on Forest Lawn’s operations, Forest Lawn Is
cspecially sensitive 1o construction impacts of these projects.

The proposed construction noise levels are expecied 10 be over 80 dBA on sites m-ou_nd
Forcst Lawn. Forest Lawn is 2 sensitive use thal opens to the roadway and related construction
below, which makes it susceptible to noise impacts on the construction sites. This level of noise
is already unacceptable for cemeteries, as noted in the Draft EIR, and will be made cven louder
by the cumulative impacts of the multiple construction projects planned in and around the
vicinity of Forest Lawn Drive. Despite assertions in the Draft EIR that construction noise will
raise the noise level at Forcst Lawn by no more than 5 dBA, the cumulative effect of the multiple
planned construction projects in and around Forest Lawn Drive, which could significantly rais¢
noise levels at Forest Lawn, must be considered. Operation of the project could also increese
ambient noise levels by 3 dB or mere (CNEL), which, given current construction plans and
freeway traffic increases, could result in a noticeable increase in noise at Forest Lawn.

In addition, Forest Lawn is concerned that the GBIS South aligunent ¢ould subject it
construction and operational odor concemns. Because Forest Lawn is a primarily outdoor use.
sewer line odors could be potentially devastating to Forest Lawn's business, as wcl_llag
devastating to the families and fricnds of the decedents interred the site. This sensitivily must be
considered when determining what sewer line altemative is most appropriate given the
surrounding uses.

d. Traffic

Forest Lawn is especially troubled by the traffic impacts the GBIS South would have on
Forest Lawn Drive. The only entrance to Forest Lawn Hollywood Hills is on Forest Lawn Drive,
and Forest Lawn Drive also acts as & bypass road for users trying to avoid commute traffic on the
3,134, and 101 freeways.

LA 544944, |
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Furthermore, an additional mitigation measure, TRA-MM-11,
has been added (see Section 2 of this Final EIR), which
requires a site-specific traffic control plan (requiring approval
from LADOT) that would specifically address potential
conflicts if the GBIS South Alignment or the staff
recommended GBIS Alignment (refer to Section 1.5.2.2 of this
Final EIR) and simultaneous construction occurs at Travel
Town and Barham shaft sites and the LADWP Silver Lake
project. With implementation of these mitigation measures,
construction impacts would not be cumulatively considerable,
and a less than significant traffic impact would remain related
to traffic during construction.

Response to Comment O8-5

Section 3.2.4.1 of the Draft EIR provides details on the
construction and operation of the proposed interceptor sewers
(NEIS II and GBIS), including specifics associated with each
proposed alignment, as each of these project-level components
relate to potential aesthetic impacts. One of the thresholds of
significance related to aesthetics is the consideration of
whether the project would adversely affect the designated
status of a scenic highway, corridor, or parkway. As noted by
the commenter, as noted in the Draft EIR (on page 3.2-134),
construction at the proposed Travel Town and Barham shaft
sites (associated with the GBIS South Alignment) would be
adjacent to, and visible from, the City-designated scenic
corridor of Forest Lawn Drive. Although construction is
estimated to occur over a 3-year period, construction at each of
these shaft sites would occur behind a 20-foot construction
barrier (page 3.2-134). Construction activities at the Travel
Town Shaft Site could be visible barrier from the City-
designated Forest Lawn Drive scenic corridor, while
construction activities at the Barham Shaft Site would be
visible from the same scenic corridor. Although construction
would introduce elements that could contrast with the
City-designated scenic corridor along portions of Forest Lawn
3 (Organizations) — 42
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Drive, the impact would be temporary; therefore, the impact would be less than significant (Section 3.2.4.4 of the Draft EIR). As part of the process to
identify the Recommended Alternative (Section 1.5 of this Final EIR), which includes the ranking of GBIS alignments, potential environmental effects of
the components, including potential aesthetics impacts, were considered. As it relates to construction of other projects in the vicinity of Forest Lawn Drive
(i.e., LADWP Silver Lake Reservoir Complex Storage Replacement Project that would be across from the proposed Travel Town Shaft Site), both projects
would have barriers that could be visible from the eastern portion of the scenic corridor during construction. If chosen, operation of the GBIS South
Alignment or staff recommended GBIS Alignment (refer to Section 1.5.2.2 of this Final EIR) along Forest Lawn Drive would not involve any
aboveground structures that would permanently and adversely affect the designated status of the scenic corridor. Comment noted.

Response to Comment O8-6

Construction, operational, and cumulative noise impacts are discussed in Section 3.13 of the Draft EIR. The Draft EIR indicated that ambient noise levels
at Forest Lawn Memorial Park would not incrementally increase noise levels by 5 decibels or more during construction. No air treatment facilities are
being proposed at Travel Town, the nearest shaft site to Forest Lawn Memorial Park. As such, operational noise impacts are not anticipated. According to
the cumulative impact analysis, significant localized and short-term cumulative noise impacts could occur during construction of GBIS.

Response to Comment O8-7

It should be noted that the staff recommended GBIS Alignment described in Section 1.5.2.2 of this Final EIR would use the eastern portion of the GBIS
South Alignment along Forest Lawn Drive. Both the GBIS South Alignment and the staff recommended GBIS Alignment would be located beneath Forest
Lawn Drive at depths up to 115 feet. There are no diversions of other sewers proposed in the vicinity of Forest Lawn cemetery that could be a potential
odor source. In addition, because required maintenance hole structures would be located at approximately mile intervals and the maintenance hole covers
would be sealed, minimal if any odors along the alignment would be expected. The odor evaluation of the GBIS alignments indicates that there is a
potential for odors in the near vicinity of air treatment facilities, however, no such facilities are proposed to occur in the vicinity of Forest Lawn cemetery
under the GBIS South Alignment or the staff recommended GBIS Alignment. Therefore, odor impacts to Forest Lawn are not anticipated.

Response to Comment O8-8

The commenter restates the conclusion of the Draft EIR that potentially adverse impacts could occur on Forest Lawn Drive if the GBIS South Alignment
were selected.

Although the two potential shaft sites that are located in the general vicinity of Forest Lawn Memorial Park Hollywood Hills (the Travel Town and
Barham shaft sites) would both be located outside the adjacent street rights of way, it is not anticipated that any lane closures adjacent to the shafts would
impact the Forest Lawn Memorial Park Hollywood Hills operations. The need to construct three maintenance hole structures along the alignment,
however, could result the closure of up to two lanes on Forest Lawn Drive and lead to temporary adverse traffic impacts at that location. As noted on
page 3.17-61 of the Draft EIR, the specific locations of the maintenance hole structures for the GBIS South Alignment cannot be definitely determined at
this time and the actual maintenance hole structure locations could differ from those analyzed and listed in Table 3.17-21.

While the estimated construction time needed for each maintenance hole structure is approximately 3 months, as noted on page 3.17-64 of the Draft EIR, it
is anticipated that the lane closures on Forest Lawn Drive could extend for most of the 3-year construction period in order to normalize the disruptions to
traffic flow patterns where multiple maintenance hole structures would be located on continuous segments of major or secondary arterials and to maximize
the efficiency of construction operations over the length of the alignment. As stated in TRA-MM-2 and TRA-MM-3 in Section 3.17.3.3 of the Draft EIR,
to mitigate any potential adverse construction impacts, worksite traffic management plans and worksite traffic control plans will be prepared for each
in-street construction site and approved by the City prior to any construction work and travel lanes will be eliminated only when absolutely necessary.
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As is acknowledged in the traffic portion of the Drafi EIR, construction impacts in and
around Forest Lawn Drive will result in unacceptable levels of service, with a majority of service
levels falling to LOS F, and could include the closure of up to two lanes on Forest Lawn Drive
adjacent to Forest Lawn for up to three years. Not only is this level unacceptable in general, but
this level of service on the only accessible roadway to the Forest Lawn sile would be nearly
impossible to manage. The Draft EIR also correctly notcs that these proposed road closures
would result in increased safely concems for drivers, pedestrians, and bicyclc riders in the area;
safety issues have always been a concern for Forest Lawn Drive, and this increase in
construction would only [urther complicate the already existing safety issucs along the roadway.

In addition, the construction impacts of this project would be compounded with the other
construction projects already planned for the arca. The massive Silver Lake Storage
Replacement Reservoir Project, as well as the Lower Reach and Upper Reach Projects, will
result in extensive construction traffic on Forest Lawn Drive, aside from the construction impacts
from this project.

€. Summary of Impucts

In sum, Forest Lawn believes that the impacts of GBIS South are too much for Forest
Lawn and its neighbors to bear, and that one of the two GBIS North alignments would be the
most environmentally sensitive and suitable site for this project. Forest Lawn wrges the Burcau
1o consider the services Forest Lawn provides to the entire community, including those in the
City of Los Angeles, and urges the Bureau to select ope of the GBIS North alignment
alternatives. Should the Bureau select the GBIS South alignment, Forest Lawn requests an
immediate meeting to determine a proper mitigation plan for both construction and operational
impacts of the alignment.

3. Temporary and Permanent [mpacts to Recycled Water Supply

OF course, aside from direct construction impacts, Forest Lawn is also concerned about
maintenance of its current recycled water supply. Forest Lawn thereby requests advance notice
of any planned disruptions in recycled water supply and backup supplies to maintain the vas:
amounts of grass and landscaping at the site. In addition, Forest Lawn requests ewergency
backup water supply for any unplanned disruption of recycled water supply within 24 hours of
the digruption.

4, Conclusion

Iorest Lawn appreciates this opportunity to comment on the future of the City’s
infragtructure improvements. Forest Lawn is hopeful that these improvements can be madc
without threatening Forest Lawn's service to the community and access to its Hollywood Hills
site via Forest Lawn Drive. Recogmizing the important contributions Forest Lawn makes Lo the
community through the provision of ccmetery and mortuary services, as well as the contributions
Forest Lawn makes to the City’s water conservation plans, Forest Lawn is hopeful that it can
work with the Bureau towards solutions that scrve the entire community.
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The Draft EIR traffic impact analysis (Section 3.17) represents a
conservative, worst-case assessment of the impacts likely to be
experienced on the street system in the immediate vicinity of each
site where in-street construction activities potentially could result in
temporary lane closures. With mitigation, these temporary impacts
would be less than significant.

Response to Comment O8-9

As discussed in the responses to comments O8-3 through O8-8, the
staff recommended GBIS Alignment and the GBIS South
Alignment are not expected to result in significant impacts to Forest
Lawn operations. Because the staff recommended GBIS Alignment
would place the tunnel beneath Forest Lawn Drive (as would the
GBIS South Alignment), staff of the City's Bureau of Engineering
would coordinate with the commenter during the design process, as
requested, whichever GBIS alignment is selected for
implementation.

Response to Comment O&-10

Comment noted. The LADWP would provide advance notification
and coordination if interruptions of recycled water distribution are
anticipated.
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Please do not hesitate to contact me with any questions you might have. We look

forward to working with you,

Very truly yours,

o IJIJ?’.'f_ ’_," ; a,l_ I
.;J“_’. ..{ Ao Jl,(".":{.-‘;“ / :, / .
William F. Delvac/ /&%
of LATHAM & WATKINS LLP

cc:  Suzanne Davidson, Esq.
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Letter O10. Signatory — Ballona Ecosystem
Education Project

Response to Comment O10-1

The IRP is a facilities plan that identifies viable alternatives to meet
the future wastewater needs of the City while integrating future
water resources and runoff needs. As described in Section 4 of the
Draft EIR, treatment capacity expansion(s) would be based on
SCAG population projections and implementation of proposed
capacity expansions would be linked to actual flows. Therefore, the
Project Alternatives would not cause unanticipated growth that is
not already projected. Rather the Project Alternatives would ensure
that wastewater associated with future population would be safely
managed. The Project Alternatives do not propose expanding the
drinking water supply; rather, they propose varying levels of
recycled water reuse that would offset potable water usage. This
would help meet future water demands while minimizing the need
to expand the water supply. The Draft EIR discusses various
anticipated environmental impacts of the project, as CEQA requires
the identification of potentially significant environmental impacts.
The Propose Project Alternatives would all result in environmental
benefits related to cleaner effluent discharges, improved runoff
quality, and increased recycled water use. However, because
thresholds of significance are based the degree of adverse effects,
the Draft EIR emphasizes a discussion of anticipated impacts
relative to impact significance thresholds. Although beneficial
impacts may not be discussed to the level desired by the commenter,
the environmental benefits of the Project Alternatives will,
nonetheless, result in environmental benefits.

Response to Comment O10-2

The estimated 47 percent of runoff managed from a ’2-inch storm
includes all the management components. The 53 percent is a
number that describes the runoff coefficient of the area based on
land use. As noted in Section 2 of the Draft EIR, the Project
Alternatives would capture and treat both dry weather urban, would
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capture and percolate runoff, would better control watering (smart
irrigation) to minimize the generation of dry weather urban runoff,
and could use treatment wetlands to improve water quality. The
recycled water component of the IRP is clearly described in
Section 2 of the Draft EIR as separate component from the runoff
management components.

Response to Comment O10-3

Comment noted.

Response to Comment O10-4

Section 1 and Section 2 of the Draft EIR describes the Project
Alternatives developed in the IRP Facilities Plan. These alternatives
would manage runoff generated throughout the City, including the
eastern portions of the San Fernando Valley. Section 2 of the Draft
EIR describes the various runoff management strategies that would
manage runoff in channels tributary to the Los Angeles River,
Ballona Creek, and Compton Creek. The purpose of the runoff
management strategies is to manage runoff and help meet current
water quality requirements. Implementation plans for specific
TMDLs will be prepared by the City of Los Angeles as required by
the TMDLs. Comment noted.

Response to Comment O10-5

Comment noted. The volume of runoff managed by cisterns is an
estimate based on frequency of storms and irrigation demands.

Response to Comment O10-6

Comment noted.
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From: "Mark Gold" <mgold@HealTheBay.org>
To: "Adel H Hagekhalil" <ahhageka@san.lacity.org>, "Paula Daniels”
<pdaniels@BPW .LACITY.ORG>, <jshah@san.lacity.org>, <dpham@san.lacity.org>
Date: Tue, Feb 28, 2006 1:36 AM
Subject: IRP EIR comments

Adel and Paula - Here are Heal the Bay's comments. Enjoy.

We will send a hard copy separately.

Please let me know if you have any questions about our comments,

Talk to you soon.

Mark

PRIVILEGE AND CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE

This message is intended only for the use of the individual or entity to
which it is addressed and may contain information that is privileged,
confidential and exempt from disclosure under applicable law as
confidential communications. If the reader of this message is not the
intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any dissemination,
distribution, or copying of this communication or other use of a
transmission received in error is strictly prohibited. If you have
received this transmission in error, immediately notify us at
310-453-0395.

cc: "Kelly O'Brien” <kobrien@HealTheBay.org>
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February 27, 2006
Mr. Adel Hagekhalil, Division Manager
Bureau of Sanitation, Wastewater Engineering Services Division
2714 Media Center Drive
Los Angeles, CA 90065
Re: Comments on IRP EIR
Dear Mr. Hagekhalil:

On bqhalf of Heal the Bay and it’s over 12,000 members, I want to commend the City for
pursuing the IRP approach. The City has undertaken a tremendous and innovative effort

to integrate water supply, stormwater, and wastewater in an integrated planning approach.

The multli—year, multi-stakeholder effort resulted in an IRP that can serve as model for
other major cities and that can serve as the guidance document for Los Angeles’ water
management future. Heal the Bay participated in the IRP development since the
beginning and we will continue to advocate for the entire city to adopt the IRP approach
to manage ongoing and future water management decisions for Proposition O, the
development of TMDL implementation plans, water reuse planning, wastewater
management, and stormwater management.

Despite our strong support for the IRP approach, Heal the Bay has numerous comments
on the EIR. Pcr:haps the organization’s most important concern is our strong
disagreement with the city on the environmentally superior alternative.

Hyperion Treatment Plant expansion is NOT the environmentally superior
alternative: The EIR states that Hyperion expansion is the environmentally superior
alternative because of lower energy consumption and reduced air emissions. First of all,
sectliun 4 did not provide a side by side comparison of all the alternatives on
envm_)nn?ental issues, including energy consumption and air emissions. Second of all, a
quantitative approach to determining the environmentally superior alternative was not
provided in the document. Thirdly, the alternative relies extensively on a massive
upstream diversion effort of runoff in to the sewer system, thereby potentially impacting
treatment plant operation and sewer system capacity. Lastly, the stakeholders involved in
assifting the city in the planning process did not support Hyperion expansion as the
environmentally superior alternative.

Heal the Bay believes that Alternatives 2 and 4 are environmentally superior to the other
alternatives. Both alternatives manage 42% of dry weather runoff and 47% of wet
weather runoff. Both alternatives utilize treatment wetlands and urban runoff treatment
plants. Although alternative 4 would result in the greatest wastewater reuse potential at
56,100 affyr to 79,900 affyr, alternative 2 provides the second greatest amount at 53,200
to 69,200 af/yr. The only major difference between the alternatives is that alternative 2
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Letter O11. Signatory — Heal the Bay
Page 2

Response to Comment O11-1

Although a side by side comparison of the impacts of the alternatives
is not included in Section 4 of the Draft EIR, the EIR includes a
co-equal discussion of the anticipated impacts (including air
emissions and energy consumption) of each of the Project
Alternatives. Where possible at the system-wide level, the level of
anticipated impact under the various affected resources was
considered in the identification of the Environmentally Superior
Alternative. Although Alternative 1 would divert some dry weather
runoff from inland drainages to the sewer system, the Alternative has
been planned in an integrated manner and potential impacts to the
treatment system and conveyance system are not expected to be a
concern. During the alternatives development process, stakeholders
input was considered and helped in the development of the
recommended alternatives. As a note, the Environmentally Superior
Alternative was developed based on impacts discussed in the Draft
EIR, which are adverse. Although Alternatives 2 and 4, as identified
by the commenter as being environmentally superior, would provide
benefits such as potentially increased recycled water use, these
alternatives would likely result in slightly higher adverse impacts
than Alternative 1, as identified in the Draft EIR. Because the Draft
EIR focuses on adverse impacts, the selection of the
Environmentally Superior Alternative is based solely on adverse
impact, rather than potential benefits. However, it should also be
noted that the beneficial aspects of the Project Alternatives have
been considered in the identification of a Recommended
Alternative — Alternative 4 (refer to the discussion of the
Recommended Alternative in Section 1.5 of this Final EIR).
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involves expansions at Glendale and Tillman while alternative 4 is just at Tillman. The
end result is that less new pipe is required for alternative 2, but alternative 4 could result
in greater water reuse. Under any circumstances, both alternatives are environmentally
superior to alternative 1 in the primary critical area of integrated water resources

| management.

The alternatives failed to include an analysis of the merits of reduced inflow and
infiltration, a requirement to redirect downspouts to permeable areas, and a
requirement to install waterless urinals in public and commercial restrooms — All
three of these measures are critical for a successful IRP. They reduce flows to the
sewage treatment plants, reduce runoff volumes and reduce potable water consumption.
All three efforts would result in more environmental management of millions of gallons
of water every year. Please include all three of these programs in the alternatives
analysis, the environmentally superior alternative, and the preferred alternative.

The EIR does not include an assessment of the beneficial impacts of water
conservation, increased reuse and stormwater recharge — the focus in the EIR is
exclusively on local supply and there’s no question that an IRP approach will result in a
more diverse, secure source of water for the city. However, the EIR should include the

Considering the City’s history of environmental impacts in the Owens Valley caused by
local water supply decisions, this omission is surprising. Clearly, the City needs to
stabilize or reduce its reliance on imported water supplies. A thorough analysis on these
issues in the EIR could help move the City in this direction.

Smart irrigation retrofits must be required in public parks immediately — Heal the
Bay supports City efforts to promote and fund smart irrigation citywide. However, as a
member of the City’s citizen oversight advisory committee for Proposition O, [ was
disturbed to find out the volumes of potable water lost to the stormdrain system through
decayed irrigation infrastructure. Millions of gallons of potable water are needlessly
discharged every single day. Please emphasize that park irrigation retrofits should be
initiated and completed by 2009-2010 at the latest.

The EIR fails to identify a preferred alternative: The EIR includes extensive analyses
of all five alternatives including the no project alternative, yet it fails to identify the
preferred altemative. Heal the Bay strongly urges the City to identify a preferred
alternative in the EIR with the rationale for the choice. Heal the Bay believes that the
preferred alternative should be alternative 2 or 4.

The runoff volume “managed” must be defined — It is unclear from the EIR what is
meant by “managed” runoff. Does it mean treatment of runoff? Does it mean
infiltration? Does it mean storage? Or does it mean a combination of the above. Also,
the definition should include a quantitative definition of the level of treatment and
volume of runoff stored or infiltrated.
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benefits of conservation, recharge and reuse on reducing imported potable water demand.

Letter O11. Signatory — Heal the Bay
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Response to Comment O11-2

All of the Project Alternatives include, as a baseline set of conditions,
ongoing inflow and infiltration reductions. The City currently
implements and will continue to implement a program to reduce
inflow and infiltration into the wastewater conveyance system; a
program that is intended to minimize the potential for sewage
overflows. LADWP continues to move forward with its aggressive
water conservation program, which will include working with the
City’s Department of Building and Safety to evaluate and consider
new water conservation technologies, including no-flush urinal
technologies. Although not specifically components of the IRP,
inflow/infiltration and new water conservation programs will continue
no matter which alternative is chosen.

Response to Comment O11-3

The benefit of water conservation, reuse, and replenishment is
inherent in many of the goals and objectives of the IRP (Section 1.3
of Draft EIR). The IRP encourages continuation of LADWP’s water
conservation efforts and exploration of additional water conservation
opportunities. Through the integration process, LADWP’s Urban
Water Management Plan is aligned with the IRP. The potential
benefits of these water management components (identified as
potential ranges in the reduction of potable water usage in various
portions of Section 2 of the Draft EIR) was used as a factor in
determining the Recommended Alternative. The Draft EIR focuses on
identifying and analyzing negative impacts. The benefits of the IRP
will be more appropriately discussed in the Findings and Statement of
Overriding Considerations as a means to assist the decisionmakers in
their approval of the project.

Response to Comment O11-4

Smart irrigation under the IRP is proposed for residential, commercial
and industrial properties throughout the City. Although installation of
smart irrigation technology in City parks is under the purview of the
Department of Recreation and Parks, LADWP is actively working
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with the Department of Recreation and Parks to place technology in appropriate park settings. LADWP also actively seeks funding, both internally and
externally (through grants) to further this effort, as well as to make needed improvements to irrigation system infrastructure.

Response to Comment O11-5

The Draft EIR (Section 1.2.2) disclosed that the Preferred Alternative had not been identified yet, but would be identified prior to certification of the Final
EIR. Subsequent to the close of the public review period for the Draft EIR, the City staff identified Alternative 4 as the Recommended Alternative for
approval. Further information on the Recommended Alternative selection process is contained in Section 1.5 of this Final EIR. This Recommended
Alternative is the same as identifying a Preferred Alternative.

Response to Comment O11-6

The use of the word “managed” in the Draft EIR as it relates to runoff corresponds to the handling, control and processing (in other words - management)
of runoff. Some runoff management strategies would collect and percolate runoff, whereas other strategies would treat and release or treat and reuse urban
runoff. Refer to Section 2 of the Draft EIR for a description of the runoff quantities managed for each Project Alternative.
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The wet weather volume managed calculations do not include explanations — The
category of greatest concern is the wet weather volume managed on vacant lots. For all
four alternatives, these volumes are enormous and range from 220 mgd to 360 mgd for
alternative 3. All of this onsite percolation is in the East Valley. How were these
volumes calculated? More importantly, how can vacant lots manage such enormous
volumes of runoff? Is this just the Sun Valley projects? This makes up the vast majority
of the volume percolated onsite. What is the land area that will receive the runoff for each
of the alternatives and did the City consider how the runoff would be conveyed to all of
these vacant lots?

The EIR includes mention of renewable energy/sludge injection for the Terminal
Island Treatment Plant — The proposed project was not discussed in any detail
throughout the entire IRP process. This extremely controversial project should not be
included in the IRP EIR. Please remove mention of the project on page 3.1.5. The TITP
sludge injection project should be addressed solely in subsequent CEQA documents. The
IRP should not be perceived as a programmatic EIR that covers this project.

The EIR does not provide an explanation for why Tillman and Glendale WTPs need
to be upgraded to MF and RO — What is the rationale for upgrading the facilities to
microfiltration and reverse osmosis? If there is a regulatory requirement like meeting
California Toxics Rule standards or metals TMDL requirements, please include it in the
EIR. Or perhaps the additional treatment is needed to put the public’s mind at ease for
treated wastewater recharge in the East Valley. An explanation for why MF and RO are
needed in addition to denitrification is necessary. Please provide an explanation of the
incremental effluent quality improvement provided by each additional level of treatment
at the upstream plants. Also, why is the City shifting from chlorination to UV
disinfection? Heal the Bay supports the move, but a rationale and environmental analysis
(disinfection byproducts and toxicity versus energy use) needs to be provided.

The brine impacts to Hyperion are unclear — The EIR states that the brine impacts are
unclear, but they must be assessed before any decision is made to go to MF and/or RO. If
Hyperion is going to have major problems meeting Ocean Plan requirements or providing
high quality wastewater for further treatment by the West Basin Municipal Water

District, then this impact must be assessed. Realistically, the issue of secondary

treatment water quality and high TDS could be a major concern for West Basin MWD
and this impact is not adequately addressed in the EIR. Also, please provide the rationale
(cost, etc.) for why a separate brine line was not considered.

Miscellaneous concerns — Please include in section 2 all of the quantitative objectives
(ex: percent runoff reduction, etc.) from the IRP’s to alternatives. These should be listed
in matrix form so one can compare the IRP alternatives. Also, the matrix should include
the 4 EIR alternatives and the no project alternative for an easy comparison.

The EIR includes the range of recycled water reuse, but there is no analysis of recycled
water demand provided in the EIR. What basis did the City use to determine the demand
for recycled water?
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Response to Comment O11-7

The potential use of vacant lots in the east San Fernando Valley for
infiltration purposes is based on runoff being diverted to these lots
from adjacent drainage areas. The infiltration rate was calculated
based on observed infiltration in east San Fernando Valley where the
soil condition is optimal for infiltration.

Response to Comment O11-8

The Terminal Island Renewable Energy was identified as a related
project for the purpose of addressing cumulative impacts and is not a
component of the Project Alternatives. The Terminal Island
Renewable Energy project is a separate project that would require its
own environmental documentation.

Response to Comment O11-9

The IRP Facilities Plan addressed MF/RO as the selected treatment
technology to meet a conservative estimate of projected water quality
requirements to meet future discharge requirements for the Los
Angeles River based on the California Toxics Rule (CTR). These
requirements were based on Reasonable Potential Analysis (RPA)
calculations related to the CTR. The application of this technology
would be effective at meeting the most stringent regulatory
requirements anticipated, in which advanced treatment of the entire
plant effluent stream with MF/RO would be needed to meet these
projected discharge limits. As described in Section 2.2.1.3 of the
Draft EIR, since it is unknown what future policies and regulations
may be encountered through 2020, MF/RO was evaluated in the
Draft EIR to represent the most conservative (worst-case) analysis. In
addition, if the City decides to implement groundwater replenishment
in the future, the need for advanced treatment at Tillman is likely to
be triggered.
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Response to Comment O11-10

Refer to response to comment AJ3-48 regarding brine. Recycled water produced at West Basin is an important resource and the City will continue to
provide West Basin with high quality effluent from Hyperion. Mitigation Measure WQ-MM-1 (brine pilot study) would ensure that significant impacts to
surface waters or West Basin's recycled water product would not be jeopardized. The installation of a dedicated brine line from upstream treatment plants
to the Hyperion outfall was not considered as it would not maximize the use of the existing system.

Response to Comment O11-11

Refer to Tables 2-11, 2-12, and 2-13 of the Draft EIR, which presents the wastewater, recycled water, and runoff parameters of four Project Alternatives in
a matrix form. The No Project Alternative is described in Section 2.3.8 of the Draft EIR and would not result in integrated improvements. As described in
the Draft EIR, under the No Project Alternative, individual wastewater, recycled water, and runoff management projects would likely be needed, but
would be designed and constructed as the needs arise rather than planned in an integrated manner. Thus, none of the improvements listed in the above
referenced tables is currently proposed under the No Project Alternative.

Response to Comment O11-12

The IRP components and alternatives are the product of the IRP Facilities Plan, which looked at the existing and potential future demands of water
supplies, and potential conservation measures. As such, the Draft EIR provides an environmental analysis of the infrastructure and not an analysis of the
recycled water demand. Details regarding the existing recycled water system and demands and the potential demands for recycled water are contained in
Sections 6.1 and 6.2, respectively, of Volume 2 of the IRP Facilities Plan.
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Much of the EIR reads like a descriptive list of alternatives and impacts without adequate
explanation (Ex: why UV?, why MF/RO?, etc.), rationale or overview. The EIR does not
include a clear nexus between some of the recommendations and specific existing or
potential regulatory requirements (TMDLs, water quality standards, Title 22, etc.). This
information would better explain many of the recommendations provided in the EIR.

The City is at a crossroads in making the water resources management decisions that will
help define the future of Los Angeles. The last time the City was at a similar crossroads,
over $4 billion was spent to upgrade Hyperion, build Tillman and improve the City’s
degraded sewer infrastructure. As a result, sewage solids discharges to Santa Monica Bay
decreased by over 90%, spills from Hyperion and the adjacent trunk lines were reduced
dramatically in volume and frequency, and the City started to reuse recycled water.

Today, the City can make the decision to finally integrate all of its water resource
management or it can continue the status quo of focusing on water supply issues without
a coordinated water reuse effort or concerted stormwater recharge program. Also, the
City can use integrated water resource management to provide Los Angeles with multi-
use projects that provide flood control, habitat, recreation, and runoff pollution reduction
or it can continue to focus the vast majority of its limited resources on wastewater
treatment. .

The future of Los Angeles is in the hands of today’s City leaders and the IRP is a major
part of the blueprint for a greener Los Angeles. Please make sure that the right
environmentally superior alternative is chosen (alternative 2 or 4) and that it becomes the
City's preferred alternative. Then the City must adopt and use the IRP to guide decision
making throughout the City including the Department of Public Works (Proposition O,
LA River revitalization, TMDL compliance, stormwater compliance, wastewater
management and recycled water production), DWP, Planning, and the Department of
Recreation and Parks. Please let me know if there is any way that Heal the Bay can help
make sure that the IRP doesn’t turn out to be another well intentioned, ambitious effort
that gathers dust on a shelf.

Sincerely,
Mark Gold, D.Env.

Executive Director
Heal the Bay
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Response to Comment O11-13

The Draft EIR provides a general description of the project goals and
objectives in Section 1.3. The City is responsible for managing
wastewater generated in the service areas and must do so in
compliance with all applicable laws and regulations. These include
existing and pending TMDLs, water quality standards, Title 22
requirements, and other applicable laws and regulations. As briefly
mentioned in response to comment O11-9, above, as MF/RO could
be implemented to meet future NPDES permit requirements or to
further treat the recycled water prior to reuse, it was evaluated in the
EIR to represent the most conservative (worst-case) analysis. UV has
been proposed to disinfect recycled water prior to discharge or reuse,
and would replace the current process (disinfection with sodium
hypochlorite). The Project Alternatives are based on the findings and
extensive stakeholder participation associated with the IRP Facilities
Plan. Further information is contained in Volume 1 of the IRP
Facilities Plan.

Response to Comment O11-14

The identification of the Environmentally Superior Alternative is a
requirement of CEQA, and has been provided based on the adverse
impacts identified in the Draft EIR. The benefits of the Project
Alternatives have been considered in the identification of the
Recommended Alternative, which is recommended for
implementation (refer to the discussion of the Recommended
Alternative in Section 1.5 of this Final EIR). Your preferences have
been noted.
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John . Lewis
Zoo Director

February 15, 2006

Jawahar P. Shah

Public Works Bureau of Sanitation
Wastewater Engineering Division
2714 Media Center Drive

Los Angeles CA 90065

Dear Mr. Shah;
Following are the Los Angeles Zoo Department's written comments on the draft

Environmental Impact Report (EIR) of November 30, 2005, regarding the
Integrated Resources Plan (IRP).

[Each IRP Alternative 1 through 4 includes the Phase Il construction of the

Northeast Interceptor Sewer (NEIS 1l). The Zoo is concerned with the
alternatives for the NEIS Il locations of Shaft Site and Air Treatment Facility.
Since both the Zoo Parking Lot Location and the Observatory Annex Location
are located on Zoo property, the Zoo supports the selection of the Pecan Grove

| Alternative for the location of the Shaft Site and Air Treatment Facility.

[The Zoo agrees with the Environmental Impacts and the Mitigation Measures

referred to on table ES-1 Summary of Environmental Effects AES-1 page ES-25,
REC-1 page ES 53, BIO-1 page ES-33 and TRA-1 page ES-57. Specifically,
issues and impacts related to locating a Shaft Site and Air Treatment Facility at
the Zoo Parking Lot Site and Observatory Annex Site for the NEIS 1l construction
and operation. Both the Zoo Parking Lot location and the Observatory Annex
site greatly affect the Zoo aesthetically, biologically, recreationally, and displace
approximately 225 parking spaces from the Zoo Parking Lot that does not
appear to be able to be fully mitigated. Due to these impacts and the lack of
complete mitigation measures, the Zoo supports the selection of Pecan Grove as

L the alternative shaft site.

If you have any further questions regarding these comments, please contact
Darryl Pon, Project Manager, Zoo Planning and Development Division at (323)
644-4223.

Sincerely,

KT~

JOHN R. LEWIS
Zoo Director

JRL/DP:km
Accredited by the

American Zoo and
Aquarium Association

Member of the
California Association
Of Zoos and Aquariums
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Letter O16. Signatory — Los Angeles Zoo

Response to Comment O16-1

In response to your comments, the Pecan Grove Shaft Site is
recommended. Refer to Section 1.5.2.1 of this Final EIR for a
description of the staff recommended NEIS II alignment and
Section 1.5.2.2 of the Final EIR regarding the staff recommended
GBIS Alignment.

Response to Comment O16-2

Thank you for your comment. Refer to response to comment
016-1 above regarding the staff recommended NEIS II and GBIS
alignments.
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Letter O17. Signatory — Beachwood
Canyon Neighborhood Association

Response to Comment O17-1

As addressed in Section 3.17.3.3 of the Draft EIR (beginning

page 3.17-82), the 225 parking spaces impacted at the Los Angeles
Z00 would be during the 3-6 years of construction at that site, if
chosen. Operation of an ATF at the Los Angeles Zoo parking lot
would impact 30 parking spaces. Neither construction nor operation
impacts warrant a multi-level or subterranean parking structure. The
Draft EIR does note that the impact on parking at the Zoo would be
significant and mitigation includes selection of the Pecan Grove
Shaft Site (mitigation measure TRA-MM-9). As described in
Section 1.5.2.2 of this Final EIR, the Pecan Grove Shaft Site is
recommended.

Response to Comment O17-2

Section 6 of the Draft EIR includes the names and affiliations/
companies of the document preparers. The term “recycled water”
used throughout the Draft EIR is what the water industry uses to
describe treated wastewater or domestic water that undergoes
treatment that, at a minimum, meets the standards established by
Department of Health Services (DHS) for the proposed use (i.c.,
tertiary for irrigation and industrial use). The list of sources of
recycled water for the Project Alternatives are secondary effluent
from Hyperion that is pumped to West Basin Water Recycling
Facility, Tillman, LAG, TITP, and future URPs (see Section 2.2.2.2
of the Draft EIR for additional information). The “recommended
alternatives” mentioned in the Executive Summary (ES1.4 of Draft
EIR) refers to the Project Alternatives (i.e. Alternative 1,
Alternative 2, etc.), and are described in detail in Section 2 of the
Draft EIR. Every aspect of the potential water recycling components
(i.e., nonpotable, groundwater replenishment, and URP components),
as well as the operation and water quality at the treatment plants that
would be sources of recycled water (i.e., Hyperion, West Basin,
Tillman, LAG and TITP), are regulated by numerous water quality
and health laws.
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Letter O17. Signatory — Beachwood Canyon Neighborhood
Association

Page 2

In addition, the use of recycled water is regulated depending on water
quality. Biological impacts, as addressed in Section 3.5 of the Draft
EIR, are those potential impacts to plants and animals. The potential
for the project to impact human beings is addressed in detail by
subject matter in various sections of the Draft EIR. Comment noted.

Response to Comment O17-3

As detailed in Section 3.4.2.2 of the Draft EIR, the primary odorous
substances associated with the wastewater treatment system are
primarily generated as a result of decomposition of organic material
in the wastewater and sludge. The most prevalent odorous substances
are hydrogen sulfide, ammonia, and mercaptans. Section 3.4.2.2 of
the Draft EIR further identifies the mechanisms for creating those
substances, as associated with wastewater treatment. Some odorous
substances (such as hydrogen sulfide and ammonia) and a number of
non-odorous substances are also classified as toxic air contaminants.
The impact of toxic air contaminant emissions on human health is
assessed throughout Section 3.4 for the various project components.
Nitrous oxide, however, is not classified by the State as a toxic air
contaminant.

Response to Comment O17-4

The Project Alternatives include recycled water reuse as a program-
level component. As described in Section 2.2.2.2 of the Draft EIR,
there are two types of uses for recycled water use, nonpotable
recycled water use and indirect potable use of recycled water through
groundwater replenishment. Under the nonpotable recycled water
reuse type, the recycled water distribution system in and around the
City’s water reclamation plants would be expanded to increase the
base of recycled water users (i.e., including industrial and irrigation
users). Groundwater replenishment would allow expanded recycled
water use beyond the nonpotable use potential where advanced
treated recycled water would be pumped to the Hansen Spreading
Grounds and possibly the Pacoima Spreading Grounds for
groundwater replenishment, which is an indirect potable use of
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recycled water. If, in the future, the City decides to pursue groundwater replenishment with advanced treated recycled water, the City would conduct a
project-specific environmental review and undergo an extensive and open permitting process through the DHS and Regional Water Quality Control Board.
In addition, the permitting process would include public hearings to ensure that public concerns are considered.
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Mark Batterman
Julian Bull
David Burg
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Art Ginsbu
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Michael Klausman NEIGHBORHOOD %
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ﬁlle?nnka:grt Studio City Neighborhood Council
‘:a:g;g};'t"'f'; 4024 Radford Ave,
Polly Ward. Editorial Bldg. 2, Suite 6
Paul Waters Studio City, CA 91604

Jawahar P, Shah

City of Los Angeles

Public Works, Bureau Of Sanitization
Wastewater Enginerring Services Division
2714 Media Center Drive

Los Angeles, CA 90065

February 8, 2006
Dear Jawahar P. Shah:
The following is a motion passed at our November board meeting.

otion to protect and save Woodbridge Park

PRESIDENT
Rafi Kuyumjian
Vice PresioEnT

Joe Goodman

TREASURER

Michael Klausman

SECRETARY
Alan Levy

CORRESPONDING SECRETARY
Jessica Carron

4024 Radford Ave.
Edit. Bldg. 2, Suita 6
Studio City, CA 91604
tel. (B18) 655-5400
www,scnc.info

In order to protect the limited amount of parks and open spaces, and recreational activities within our
community, to keep our children’s playgrounds open, to shield the students of Oakwood Elementary
School, save the approximately $200,000 of public funds recently spent in renovating the Woodbridge
Park, to preserve the quality of life in our Tujunga Village neighborhood, and avoid the numerous

detrimental neighborhood impacts... .
MOTION 2005.11.16-100:

tunneling shafts as part of the NorthEast Interceptor Sewer (phase 2)

01%-1

the 170 freeway, and

WB062006007SCO SCO176179.03.05.01/RTC/Organizations_1.doc 08/06

1) It is the position of the Board of the Studio City Neighborhood Council that it strongly opposes
the possible selection of Woodbridge Park by the Department of Public Works as the location of the

2) Tt is the position of the Board of the Studio City Neighborhood Council that the only feasible
location under consideration is the Caltrans Maintenance Station located on Moorpark Avenue near

Letter 0O19. Signatory — Studio City
Neighborhood Council

Response to Comment O19-1

Your motion and opposition to the possible selection of
Woodbridge Park has been noted. Refer to Section 1.5.2.2 of this
Final EIR for a discussion of the staff recommended GBIS
Alignment, which does not include Woodbridge Park.
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Letter O19. Signatory — Studio City Neighborhood Council

Page 2
3) The SCNC Board requests that prior to the environmental impact report (EIR), Councilmember
Wendy Greuel join us in strongly opposing the possible choice of Woodbridge Park as the site for
this project, and insisting that the Caltrans Maintenance Station at Moorpark Avenue and the 170
Freeway is the only feasible location.

12-0-0, motion passes
MOTION 2005.11.16-101

Please don’t hesitate to contact me if you have questions or comments,

Sincerely,
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OAKWOOD SCHOOL -
February 23, 2006

Jawahat P. Shah

Ciry of Los Angeles

Public Works, Bureau of Sanitation
Wastewater Engineering Services Division
2714 Media Center Drive

Los Angeles, CA 90065

Sir:

I am writing to oppose the proposed selection of Woodbridge Park in Studio City as a
tunneling site as part of the Northeast Interceptor Sewer for the City of Los Angeles’

Integrated Resources Plan, Facilitated Resources Plan.

Woodbridge Park serves many functions: it is a tecreational resource for many residents —
both homeowners and apartment dwellers; it is a consistent destination point for many who
live outside the immediate area, but are close enough to enjoy its amenities; it is the very
recent recipient of a new play area for toddlers and a newly landscaped southern entrance —
paid for with over $200,000 in public bond funds; its visitors enjoy state-of-the-art play
equipment from a renovation less than five years ago; it is one of the few parks that also has
open areas that are not in continuous use by large sports programs; and finally, because so
many walk to this patk, it has a positive impact on the environment by reducing gas
emissions from motor vehicles.

If this project were to go forward and the park chosen as the tunneling site, all of these
functions would cease to exist for over four years. This is a site surtounded by homes, a
school, a day care center, and a church. All would suffer impacts that could not be
sufficiently mitigated. These impacts include: loss of recreation and open space; constant
hauling of construction dirt along residential streets and a secondary highway which is
already clogged with traffic; air, noise and visual pollution 24 hours per day; future loss of
the park in its current configuration; loss of physical education space for Oakwood School
which has an existing contract with the Los Angeles Department of Recreation and Parks
for use of a section of the park during the school year.

No one questions the need to improve our sewer system. But to destroy a heavily-used and
well-loved neighborhood park next to a fifty-five year old neighborhood school is definitely
not the right choice for a city that has just released an audit showing the need for public

patks. Please eliminate Woodbridge Park from your selection alternatives.

Sincerely,
Mikie Maloney

818-752-4430
mmaloney(@oakwoodschool.org

ary School * 11600 Magnolis B vard, Marth Hollywood, Californin 91601-3015 » S18.752-4400 # Fax §18.766-1 183
ntary School ¢ 11230 Moorpark Street, Norch Holbywood, California 91602-2602 = 818-752-4444 = Fax 818-751-4466
ekt il o ik

=

Letter O21. Signatory — Oakwood School

Response to Comment O21-1

Various portions of Section 3 of the Draft EIR address in detail the
potential impacts of the construction and operation of the proposed
GBIS alignments (including aboveground structures such as shaft
sites and ATFs at Woodbridge Park) as it relates to the potential
impacts on adjacent land uses related to such resource issues as
aesthetic, air quality, land use, noise, public services, recreational,
and traffic. As described in Section 1.5.2.2 of this Final EIR, the
preferred western terminus of the staff recommended GBIS
Alignment is the Caltrans North Hollywood Maintenance Yard.
Woodbridge Park is no longer under consideration as a shaft site or
for the placement of an air treatment facility.

In conclusion, project features and mitigation measures have been
included in the Draft EIR, as applicable, to reduce potential
construction and operational impacts. All the potential environmental
impacts of the various interceptor sewer alignments (both NEIS II
and GBIS) have been taken into consideration when determining the
staff recommended NEIS II and GBIS alignments (refer to

Section 1.5 of this Final EIR). Comment noted.
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OCAKWOOD SCHOOL

January 12, 2006
RE: City of Los Angeles Integrated Resources Plan

Sirs:
My name is Mikie Maloney. | am the Director of Community Relations for Oakwood School in North

Hollywood. 1am here to express my opposition to the use of Woodbridge Park in £ )
site for this project. ge Parkiin Studio City as a tunneling

Oakwood School sits immediately adjacent to Woodbridge Park. The school, which opened in 1951, was
there before the park was established, and in the ensuring years, the school has mma fixture in :he
community. Oakwood is currently in the midst of a multiphase redevelopment project and is half-way
th rqugh the first phase - a $6 million dollar improvement to the campus and to the neighborhood. That
project involves an expensive and ambitious state-of-the-art geothermal system which could be adversely
affected by the tunneling. Establishing this tunneling site in Woodbridge Park would have a disastrous
] impact on Oakwood School and on the single family neighborhood which surrounds it.

Our school has used Woodbridge Park for decades for physical education classes and some activities. Like
marfyjsmws in Los Angeles, we are limited in our on campus play space and rely on nearby parks for
additional play area. We have a contract with the Los Angeles Department of Recreation and Parks for use
of part of the park for P.E. during the school day. We take out additional permits to use part of the park for
our Back to School Picnic and School Fair.

This is a neighborhood park used both by neighbors and by those who live further away. Several years ago
all new play qquinment was purchased by the City and installed, and last year, $200,000 in bond funds was
allocated for improvements. Those improvements - a new toddler play area, landscaping and sitting area -
are curently being completed. That money will have been wasted if this site is selected. To my knowledge,
there is no other park with similar equipment within walking distance of this neighborhood. It is important to
be able to walk to a park - it reduces gas emissions and it fosters a sense of ownership and community.
That was just made easier with the installation of a new crosswalk in front of the park - a crosswalk long

| requested by the school and the community. It is now heavily used.

The issue of pollutants is a major concern. Qur Ki ndergarten through sixth grade students will be right next
to _aII of this pollution for thirty-four hours per week, thirty-nine weeks peryear. Some children in the
| neighborhood will be exposed even more.

And, finally, the school - and to our knowledge - our neighbors received no notice of this project or the
hearings. Although we are listed as suffering significant negative impacts in the Draft EIR, the school has
not been approached by anyone connected to this EIR or this project. We leamed of this upan retuming from
Winter Break on January 3 - and the notification came from sources not connected to the project.

n

We understand the need to upgrade our sewer and wastewater facilities. We understand the need to
increase treatment capacity to meet both current and future needs. Butwe do not understand the need to
ruin a vibrant and heavily used recreational facility and seriously jeopardize the operation of a well regarded

| fifty-five year old school in the process. We oppose this project and will join with others in our area to fight it.

Mikie Maloney

Director of Community Relations, Oakwood School
11600 Magnolia Bivd., North Hollywood CA 91601
818-752-4430/mmaloney@oakwoodschool.org

Secondary School + 11600 Magnolia Boulevard, Norch Hollywood, California 916013098 « B18-752-4400 + Fax 818-766.1285
Elementary School » 11230 Moorpark Street, North Hollywood, California 91602-2609 « 818.752-4444 + Fax 818-761.9156
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Letter 022. Signatory — Oakwood School

Response to Comment 022-1

As detailed in response to comment O21-1, various portions of
Section 3 of the Draft EIR analyze the potential impacts of the
construction and operation of the proposed GBIS alignments
(including aboveground structures such as shaft sites and ATFs at
Woodbridge Park) as it relates to the potential impacts on adjacent
land uses related to such resource issues as aesthetic, air quality, land
use, noise, public services, recreational, and traffic, to name a few.
As described in Section 1.5.2.2 of this Final EIR, the preferred
western terminus of the staff recommended GBIS Alignment is the
Caltrans Maintenance Yard, and Woodbridge Park is no longer under
consideration as a shaft site or for the placement of an air treatment
facility.

Response to Comment 022-2

Your comments are noted. Refer to Section 1.5.2.2 of this Final EIR
for a discussion on the staff recommended GBIS Alignment.

Response to Comment 022-3

Refer to the portion of response to comment O21-1 that described the
potential air quality impacts as detailed in the Draft EIR.

Response to Comment 0O22-4

Refer to Section 1.2 of this Final EIR for a detailed description of the
public outreach associated with the Draft EIR.
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Response to Comment 022-5

The portion of the City of Los Angeles that would be served by the proposed GBIS is an urbanized area where space for such necessary infrastructure is
difficult to find without disrupting environmental resources (such as aesthetics, air quality, biological resources, cultural resources, noise, recreation,
traffic, and generally inconveniencing adjacent land uses). This also makes options and optional terminus locations difficult to find (these options are
necessary in the event that one of the locations can not be secured). A further consideration in locating aboveground expressions of these large sewers is
proximity to the area that the sewers are intended to relieve or improve. As noted above, refer to Section 1.5.2.2 of this Final EIR for the staff
recommended GBIS Alignment which states that Woodbridge Park is no longer under consideration as a shaft site or for the placement of an air treatment
facility. Comment noted.
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Letter 023. Signatory — Mono Lake
Committee

From:
To:
Date:
Subject:
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0233

0254
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Q258

ivvADRO, Inc.  Asian American Drug Abuse Program
California Water Impact Network Community Enhancement
Services Dorothy Green Mono Lake Committee
Southern California Watershed Alliance Surfrider Foundation

Comments on the City of Los Angeles Department of Public Works Bureau of
Sanitation and Department of Water and Power INTEGRATED RESOURCES
PLAN Draft Environmental Impact Report

Re: Qualified support for Alternative 4

On behalf of those listed below, we give qualified support to Alternative 4: Tillman
Expansion (to 100 mgd) with Cisterns as the preferred altemative.

Summary Comment on Watershed Approach: We commend the City for pursuing an
mtegrated wastewater facilities plan, which includes wastewalter, recveled water.
conservation and runofT systems in the City. This is an important step in the right
direction toward a watershed approach. but this program and approach will have even
greater success when the lead agencies, LA Bureau of Sanmitation and the Department of
Water and Power, make other City departments. such as Planning, the Port, the energy
side of DWP, and other parts of DPW? neighboring jurisdictions, such as Los Angeles
County. West Basin MWD, and the Water Replenishment District: and community and
business leaders strong partners. Therefore. we recommend a parallel outreach plan be
developed and presented with the IRP to the City Council this summer.

The City Council should also receive accompanying recommendations for important
changes needed in Los Angeles” building codes that will allow on-site stormwater
management and improved dry weather runoff management.

In addition, the City Council should see the long list of multiple benefits generated by an
integrated resource management approach in this wastewater facilities plan, and where
possible. these benefits should be quantified. For example. water recycling, landscape
conservation, and on-site storm water management, could reduce demand for imported
water from Northern California by100%, which in turn reduces the City’s risk of
mterrupted supplies due to drought. earthquakes, and chmate change. The cost of these
proposed local supplies is equal or less than the cost of supplies imported from the
Metropolitan Water District of Southern California (MWTY). There are also significant
job creation opportunities over and above construction work. such as identifving
customers for recyeled water not only in Los Angeles, but across jurisdictional
boundaries; training for landscape maintenance people; and community-based projects to
replace plant palettes and water-wasting sprinklers.

Finally. there may be more funding available from the State and Federal government, and
regional entities, such as MWD, for integrated management activities, and these potential
opportunities should be itemized and presented to the City Council.
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Letter O23. Signatory — Mono Lake Committee
Page 2
Response to Comment 023-1

Comment noted. Section 1.5 of this Final EIR identifies Alternative 4
as the Recommended Alternative and is recommended for
implementation.

Response to Comment 023-2

The IRP is a joint effort between the City's Department of Public
Works (Bureau of Sanitation) and LADWP. The IRP is one of many
efforts of City and other local agencies to protect and manage our
available resources. As a note, recommendations that would require a
coordinated effort by the City's departments, including LADWP,
LADPW, Planning, and outside agencies/jurisdictions will be made
to City Council as part of the IRP approval process.

Response to Comment O23-3

Comment noted. Coordination between LADPW and the Department
of Building and Safety regarding specific activities would occur
following consideration of the IRP by City Council.

Response to Comment 023-4

The IRP presents four Alternatives to meet the future wastewater
system needs of the City of Los Angeles in the year 2020 and
integrates the recycled water and the runoff systems. The benefit of
water conservation, reuse and replenishment is inherent in many of
the goals and objectives of the IRP (Section 1.3 of Draft EIR). The
potential benefits of these water management components (identified
as potential ranges in the reduction of potable water usage in various
portions of Section 2 of the Draft EIR) have been used as a factor in
determining the Recommended Alternative (see Section 1.5). As the
focus of the Draft EIR (as most EIRs) is the identification and
analysis of negative impacts, the benefits of the IRP will be more
appropriately discussed in the Findings and Statement of Overriding
Considerations as a means to assist the decisionmakers in their
approval of the project. Comment noted.

Response to Comment 023-5

Comment noted. Refer to response to comment 023-4.
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Below are comments on our assumptions, coneerns, questions, and additional actions that
should be taken to meet the water supply and water quality goals of the City:

Recycled Water: We are assuming the City’s goal is to make the maximum use of
recveled water in a manner that protects the health and safety of the community, by:

a. Investing in advanced treatment (micro-filtration, reverse osmosis, UV
disinfection, and advanced oxidation) at the Tillman Water Reclamation
Plant in order to recharge the groundwater at Hansen Spreading Grounds,
using the existing East Valley pipeline:

b. Constructing a lateral pipeline from Hansen to the Pacoima Spreading
Grounds:;

¢. Constructing additional groundwater monitoring wells. in addition to the
eleven already in place, to give ample data on groundwater quality.

d. Ensuring that expanded recycling capacity is well within Hyperion’s
discharge and salinity permuts. and does not jeopardize recyeled water
production from West Basin MWD.

The cost of this alternative, which includes using recycled water from Tillman,
Terminal Island. and modest amounts from Hyperion and LA/Glendale is estimated to be
S504/acre-tt/yr in 2004 dollars [Source: IRP Facilities Plan, Volume 4. Appendix R,
Alternative Development and Analysis]. a favorable cost when you combine the drought-
proof reliability of recveled water and compare it Lo the purchase of imported MWD
water, currently priced at $453-549/acre-ft and much more vulnerable to disruption.

Not considered in this EIR is the option of working with West Basin Water
Recycling Facility to fully plumb the Los Angeles Port area with recycled pipes and work
with Port industries to opt for using advanced treated recycled water from Hyperion.

This option could be ready to go in 2007.

Landscape Conservation: Since it is estimated that Los Angeles home-owners,
businesses, and government use 50% of the City’s potable water on landscapes, reducing
the amount of water used, while maintaining attractive outdoor arcas, is a high priority.

The EIR identifies Smart Imigation devices as the way to mmimmize dry weather
runoff, which we support. Ten percent of outdoor water use is due to over-watering,
which these devices will control, without changing plant materials. Reduced watering
will also reduce green waste.

Not considered, however, is the importance of promoting native and drought-
tolerant plants, which can, after the mitial 2-3 vears of establishing the garden, eliminate
the need for water except during prolonged drv periods,

It will be extremely important for LADWP to work with the Los Angeles
Planning Department and other agency and environmental and environmental justice
outreach efforts to develop and implement a successful water conservation program.
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Letter O23. Signatory — Mono Lake Committee
Page 3
Response to Comment 023-6

Comment noted.

Response to Comment O23-7

The benefit of water conservation, reuse and replenishment is
inherent in many of the goals and objectives of the IRP. The
Recycled Water - Nonpotable Reuse component analyzed throughout
the Draft EIR includes the expansion of the recycled water
distribution system from TITP (page 2-47 of Draft EIR). The Draft
EIR has evaluated system-wide alternatives that all include a
recycled water component. The recycled water component is
evaluated at a program-level because specific locations and projects
are not yet identified. The City is currently evaluating the recycled
water potential in the TITP service area and the potential users,
including the Port of Los Angeles. LADWP, not West Basin, will be
the supplier of the recycled water from TITP. The City operates TITP
located on Terminal Island to treat wastewater and produce recycled
water. Plumbing the Port area for recycled water distribution is not
considered by the Draft EIR as part of the recycled water component;
as such a project would require further development before it can be
considered a project. However, the development of such a project is
not precluded, and if it is determined feasible, it would be subject to
further environmental review. Comment noted.

Response to Comment 023-8

The City, in particular LADWP, is encouraging water conservation
through several programs and sustainable management practices. As
landscaping can account for about half of the water Californians use
at home, the City has developed guidelines and programs to
encourage xeriscaping (simple, low water and maintenance
landscaping). The IRP encourages continuation of LADWP’s water
conservation efforts and exploration of additional water conservation
opportunities. In addition, the City agrees with the comment on the
opportunities for outdoor water use efficiency and is actively
exploring conservation methods to address this issue.
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This program should be the catalyst for creating new, community-based jobs, as
was the case when LADWP began the successful community-based low-flow toilet
distribution program in the early 1990s. Community groups can provide training,
outreach, and public works labor, in cost-effective programs delivered in a timely way.

Treatment Wetlands at Compton Creek and Ballona Creek. We prefer to see drv
weather urban runoff treated, where possible, in treatment wetlands and thereby adding
habitat enhancement. recreation. education and aesthetic values to the water quality
benefits for the community.

We are concermned that the City 1s de-prioritizing treatment wetlands and limiting
the use of this important alternative that offers multiple benefits. Given that the City has
chosen to implement the IRP in stages. and certify this EIR with a combination of
discreet “Project” alternatives mixed in with vague “Program” components, we are
concerned that the decision-makers and the public are not being “fully informed.” See:
“Concerns and Questions™ below,

We are particularly concerned with the language regarding a recommended site
for a coastal treatment wetland at the Playa Vista site. DEIR § 2.3.2.3, p2-70. The DIER
states that privately owned open space is considered “unavailable™ and consequently the
proposal is not carried forward in the EIR. There is no further reasoning. There is also no
analysis of the technical feasibility or environmental benefits of such a proposal.

For consistency in the IRP and this EIR. we would like to know if all private
property, regardless of technical and environmental merits, is excluded from
consideration for treatment wetlands and/or URPs — as well as the reasoning for such a
prohibition. This would. at least. help inform the public what to expect from the elusive
“Program” elements of the DEIR. As the DEIR notes in Section 2.4.3.3, the Regional
Water Quality Control Board is considering prioritizing non-structural and non-facility
approaches to meeting the Santa Monica Bay Bacteria TMDLs. See: DEIR § 2. p.2-102.
This policy consideration would shift an emphasis to treatment wetlands. The exclusion
of any opportunity, whether on private land or public, would undermine that objective. At
the very least, the public and decision-makers should be fully informed of all feasible
alternatives before this DEIR is certified as adequate.

Cisterns and percolation facilities enable communities to capture stormwater runoft and
hold 1t on site for future use or for percolation mnto groundwater basins. These options
reduce the pressure on the sewer system during wet weather; reduce flooding; save water
for future use, thus reducing future demand for water: and can improve drinking water
quality in groundwater basins.

Concerns and Questions:

Programmatic vs, project elements, It should be clearer to the reader what adoption of
this EIR means by noting on each element what additional review is required prior to
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Letter O23. Signatory — Mono Lake Committee
Page 4

As a point of clarification, the promotion of native and drought
tolerant plants is not expected to result in significant environmental
impacts and would require minimal, if any, environmental review.
For water conservation information, refer to www.ladwp.com or
www.lacity.org/ead. Comment noted.

Response to Comment 023-9

Comment noted.

Response to Comment 023-10

Runoff from Ballona and Compton Creeks are proposed to be
managed with urban runoff plants because the recycled water is
expected to be beneficially reused, including reuse as recycled water.
Although treatment wetlands would provide water quality benefits, it
is not appropriate to treatment wetlands to consistently meet recycled
water quality standards. As described in Section 2 of Draft EIR,
treatment wetlands are a viable method of improving the quality of
urban runoff and would be used where appropriate. The decision to
use either urban runoff plants or treatment wetlands would be based
on site-specific factors and treatment goals. As such, no specific sites
(private or public) have been identified for program-level
components, such as treatment wetlands, therefore, subsequent
environmental analysis will be conducted once a specific project
description and site locale has been determined. As stated in the Draft
EIR, the site referenced in the letter is considered unavailable
because it has been approved for development (Playa Vista First
Phase Project). A policy of using private property for implementing
the runoff management features is not in effect, but because no
specific locations are currently proposed, site-specific impacts for the
runoff features are not discussed in the Draft EIR. If a specific runoff
management facility will occur on private property, its associated
impacts would be analyzed at a later time. The City intends to
prioritize non-structural methods of runoff management, consistent
with the TMDL Implementation Plan.

The City agrees with the commenter regarding the potential value of
cisterns, and has incorporated cisterns in to Alternatives 1, 2 and 4.
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Response to Comment O23-11

Section 2.2.1 of the Draft EIR, Wastewater Treatment and Conveyance (Components Analyzed at a Project Level), describes the wastewater components
which are evaluated at a project-level, and Section 2.2.2 Wastewater Conveyance, Recycled Water Facilities, and Runoff System (Components Analyzed
at a Program-Level), describes the wastewater, recycled water, and runoff components that are evaluated in the Draft EIR at a program level. In general,
the components that are evaluated at a project-level would not require additional environmental review before being implemented, where as the program-
level components would require additional environmental review. Improvements at Hyperion are not expected to require additional environmental review,
as the evaluation is conducted at a project level. The program level components are not defined in detail in the Draft EIR because either specific locations
have not yet been identified or actual facility design concepts have not yet been formulated. The program-level components are strategies and facilities that
will be implemented to meet the project objectives, have not yet been defined at a project-level. As a consequence, the evaluation of impacts for these
components are general and not location-specific. The Draft EIR is intended to serve as a tier | type document for the program-level components. When
specific project descriptions and locations for each of the program-level components are identified, these would be subject to subsequent environmental
review. The level of future environmental documentation cannot be determined at this time, as facility or site information is not yet available. Regarding
Hyperion, the biosolids handling and additional clarifiers are analyzed in the Draft EIR at a project-level and no further environmental analysis is
anticipated.

As correctly noted, the management of runoff with cisterns, URPs, and treatment wetlands differs from the management of runoff by diverting runoff to
the sewer system. The Project Alternatives all provide adequate capacity at the treatment plants to accommodate future wastewater flows and runoff from
low-flow diversions that are proposed under each alterative. The need for increased wastewater capacity is explained in the Draft EIR in Sections ES-1.3,
ES-1.4, as well as in the referenced IRP Facilities Plan.

Regarding the comment that the analysis of the program-level components is incomplete and represents a deferral of the City's commitment to the program
components, the City disagrees with this comment. Program-level analyses are commonly prepared when the overall program is defined but not all
components that comprise the program are fully defined. As such, a program-level analysis allows the Lead Agency to consider impacts of the entire
program, including cumulative impacts. The impacts discussed in Section 3 of the Draft EIR are disclosed at the component level and aggregated to the
system-wide level. As such, the Draft EIR identifies the anticipated impacts of the Project Alternatives as a whole. For the Program-level components,
further environmental review may be necessary. The City of Los Angeles is committed to all aspects of the IRP, including the program-level components.

Regarding the question about how much runoff could be diverted to the City's sewer system as part of the low flow diversions, refer to Tables 2-15, 2-18,
2-21, and 2-24, which present the amounts of runoff that could be discharged to the wastewater system for Alternatives 1, 2, 3, and 4, respectively.
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023-14

construction. For example, in Alternative 4, what additional review will there be of the
elements to expand the Hyperion biosolids handling capacity or the secondary clarifiers?
Generally speaking, the DEIR does not adequately document the impacts of the “Project”
components to meet the intent of CEQA to fully inform the public.

Furthermore, the vague and incomplete analysis of the “Program™ components of
the DEIR, and the deferral of commitment to these program components, precludes a full
understanding of the need for the “Project” components. For example, the Program
components offer alternatives for wet and dry weather runofl — a range of alternatives
from runoff retention in cisterns, URPs, treatment wetlands, ete. These alternatives differ
dramatically from the alternative to divert these flows to the sewer system. It is difficult,
il not impossible, for the public to be fully informed of the need for the sewage treatment
expansion alternatives without fully understanding how much runoff will be diverted to
the sewer system.

Hydrology and Water Quality - Hyperion Expansion. The DEIR, in discussing
expansion of Hyperion, makes several apparently contradictory statements. The City
should clarify the impacts to water quality in the Santa Monica Bay before the DEIR is
certified adequate.

First, the DEIR states that the current operation of the facility relies on discharges
through the “...5-mile outfall and the 1mile outfall during extreme high flows....” DEIR
p. 3.11-43. Then the DEIR implies that the expansion of the Hyperion treatment capacity
would not cause the facility to discharge effluent through the 1-mile outfall more often
than during current operations. It is difficult to imagine that the expansion of the
treatment capacity to meet greater inflows would not cause the facility to rely on the 1-
mile outfall more often than is currently occurring.

Second, the DEIR cites the Santa Monica Bay as listed under CWA § 303(d) as an
impaired water body. Yet, the DEIR seems to imply that greater discharges from
Hyperion to the Santa Monica Bay will not exacerbate the impairment and will not
complicate the City’s attaining water quality limits. This needs further explanation before
the DEIR can be considered adequate.

Finally. the DEIR is effectively void of any information regarding the impacts of
the increased discharge from an expansion of Hyvperion on marine species and
ecosystems. The DIER fails to fully inform the public and decision-makers without a
thorough analysis of these foreseeable impacts, Also, it should be noted in the DEIR that
the Santa Monica Bay is designated as a State Marine Park under the authority of the
California Marine Life Protection Act, and as such is an attractive recreational fishing
area.

Growth Issues. The DEIR states that the City has ample sewage treatment capacity for

current and near term housing and employment development. See DEIR at § 4.2.3. p2.3.
The DIER concludes that. because excess treatment capacity currently exists, treatment

capaeity ©...does not constitute an obstruction to land use growth.” Id,

Letter O23. Signatory — Mono Lake Committee
Page 5

Response to Comment 023-12

As noted in Section 1.3 of the Draft EIR, two of the project
objectives are to meet projected wastewater system needs of the City
of Los Angeles and maximize system reliability. As the 1-mile
outfall is only used during extremely high flows, the expansion of
the Hyperion treatment capacity would serve to increase the plants
ability to handle the existing and project flows, which translates to
fewer instances of extremely high flows that would require use of the
1-mile outfall. As addressed in Section 3.11.3.2 of the Draft EIR,
additional effluent under the proposed expansion at Hyperion would
be discharged under the plants NPDES Permit. The Permit discharge
requirements and limits are based on criteria in applicable laws and
regulations, including those in the Water Quality Control Plan for the
receiving body of water (Santa Monica Bay) and 303(d)-listed
pollutants. Therefore, additional discharges from Hyperion will be
regulated such that there will be no violation of any applicable water
quality standards. Comment noted.

Response to Comment 023-13

As addressed in Section 3.5 and Section 3.11 of the Draft EIR, any
additional discharge from the expansion of Hyperion would meet
current and future discharge requirements; therefore, no significant
impact is anticipated to the marine environment. With regards to the
Santa Monica Bay being a designated State Marine Park under the
California Marine Life Protection Act of 1999, according to the
California Department of Fish and Game website for the Marine Life
Protection Act Initiative (www.dfg.ca.gov/mrd/mlpa/maps.html),
Santa Monica Bay is not currently listed as a State Marine Park,
Marine Reserve or Marine Conservation Area for Los Angeles
County.

Response to Comment 0O23-14

The reference language from Section 4.2 of the Draft EIR is not an
approach to determining the growth inducing impacts of the IRP.
The fact that there is current treatment capacity was presented to
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This approach to determining growth inducing impacts seems contradictory to the
purpose of both the program and project components analyzed in the EIR. If there is no
current constraint to land use growth, why are we expanding sewage treatment capacity?

Furthermore, previous EIRs certified by the City have confirmed that a single
development proposal would exceed existing capacity at Hyperion during wet-weather
conditions. See e.g., Playa Vista Phase 2 EIR. In that case, the City argued that the
development proposal would not create environmental impacts because the project would
not get a permit to connect to the sewer system until treatment capacity was available. Id.
The City further argued that the issuance of sewer permits was constrained by the Sewer
Permit Allocation Ordinance. Now. this DEIR seems to argue that the Sewer Permit
Allocation Ordinance is no longer controlling.

Simply put, before certifying this DEIR, the City must reconcile the statements
regarding “growth inducement™ in this DEIR with past EIRs for housing development
proposals,

Project Objectives. We generally support the list of Project Objectives in the Executive
Summary. DEIR, p.ES-3. Nonetheless, we have several recommendations we believe will
clarify and improve the objectives — leading to a truly holistic “integrated” approach.

First. the list includes the objective to “Enhance public lands where possible.” The
list also includes objectives: Provide services cost effectively; Maximize economic
benefits to Los Angeles. and: Maximize external funding opportunities. We believe these
objectives would be more consistent if the first was amended to read: Enhance public
lands, and acquire private property for public benefit, where possible. It is our belief that
federal and state funding for land acquisition is available to meet the goals of the IRP.

We also believe that land acquisition for treatment wetlands and other altermatives should
be thoroughly considered before the overall program is considered to be maximizing
economic benefits, cost effective, and/or maximizing funding opportunities.

Second, the Project Objectives lists: “Conform to sustainability guidelines of the
City.” We recommend appending these sustainability guidelines to the DEIR.

Environmentally Superior Alternative: The DEIR has concluded that Alternative 1 is
the “Environmentally Superior Alternative” (ESA). However, the reasoning for this
conelusion is inadequate,

Again, it is difficult to conclude the ESA without a more thorough analysis of the
“programmatic” components of the IRP. Simply analyzing the sewage treatment build-
out “project” component. outside the context of the other critical components of the IRP,
precludes an adequate conclusion. For example, the acreage emploved in treatment
wetlands, and their location within the Hyperion Service Area, could dramatically alter
the environmental benefits of expansion at the Hyperion Treatment Facility.

Letter O23. Signatory — Mono Lake Committee
Page 6

show that existing wastewater treatment capacity is not currently
impeding land use development growth, as it has in the past (see
reference to the Sewer Permit Allocation Ordinance on page 4-2 of
the Draft EIR). The approach to determining the growth-inducing
impacts of the Project Alternatives is contained in Section 4.2 of the
Draft EIR that follows the section referenced by the commenter.
Because adequate treatment capacity currently exists, increases in
treatment capacity would not immediately occur. As indicated in
Section 2.4.1 and Section 4.2.4.2 of the Draft EIR, there are drivers,
or triggers, that will determine the sequencing of facility
construction. The implementation of the proposed improvements
contained within the Recommended Alternative would be based on
the triggers, whether demand based or regulatory in nature. As
described in Section 4.2 of the Draft EIR, implementation of the
selected alternative would only occur when conditions warrant
expansion of treatment capacity; therefore, the Project Alternatives
are is not expected to result in a substantial surplus of wastewater
treatment capacity. Consequently, growth-inducing impacts are not
anticipated.

Regarding the comment about the Playa Vista Project, that project
would still have to comply with the Sewer Permit Allocation
Ordinance. However, unlike the situation when Hyperion was
undergoing conversion to full secondary treatment, there are no
current treatment capacity shortfalls at Hyperion. Consequently,
wastewater treatment capacity at Hyperion is not impeding
development of the Playa Vista Project.

Response to Comment 023-15

The project objectives were developed with stakeholder involvement.
The City will aggressively pursue funding opportunities for various
IRP components. Regarding land acquisition for treatment wetlands,
treatment wetlands are an IRP component that is considered a
programmatic element of the Project Alternatives. The City will
reserve the possibility of land acquisitions for developing treatment
wetlands, but would do so on a case-by-case basis.
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Furthermore, reclaimed water production and storage in the upper-watershed may
dramatically reduce the energy consumption from eventual delivery of that water. This
energy savings would mitigate the concern about energy consumption that is the basis of
the determination of the ESA.

Also, the DEIR seems to conclude that, because treating wastewater to a higher
effluent standard for inland discharges is more energy demanding, it is an infenor
alternative. For those of us concerned about ocean water quality, this analysis seems too
narrow. While energy consumption and associated impacts to the environment are
certanly important, they are not the only consideration. Impacts to ocean water guality,
coastal land use, coastal habitat, ete are all equally important and should be thoroughly
documented before an adequate conclusion on the Environmentally Superior Altemative.

It 1s also important to consider the cumulative impacts to air quality in
determining the ESA. In the case of Hyperion, the treatment facility is located adjacent to
a major international airport, several major coastal generators, a major oil refinery, and
general automobile traffic congestion. These adjacent facilities and other considerations
create a “background” air quality problem that would only be exacerbated by the
expansion of the Hyperion treatment facility. While the generation of electricity to serve
an expanded facility may or may not impact the cumulative air quality locally, the
023-16 construction and operation of an expanded Hvperion facility will.

Thank vou for this opportunity to comment. and we look forward to working with
you as you prepare the document for the Los Angeles City Council.

Sincerely,

Frances Spivy-Weber
Executive Director, Policy
Mono Lake Committee
310-316-0041

francesi@monolake.org

Ade Adeniji

ADRO, Inc.
323-864-4935
ADROInc/@aol.com

Carolee Krieger

C-WIN

805-969-0824
caroleekriegeri@cox.net

Dorothy Green
310-270-4152
dorgreen(@adelphia.net
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Joe Geever

Southern California Regional Manager
Surfrider Foundation

310-410-2890

jgeever@surfrider. org

Del Sakamoto

AADAP

310-241-1243 x5
dsakamoto@aadapine.org

Zigmund Vays

Community Enhancement Services
323-850-4676

cesmnea/@aol.com

Conner Everts
Southern California Watershed Alliance
conneref@west.net

Letter O23. Signatory — Mono Lake Committee
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If such acquisitions are considered on a site-specific basis, project-
level impacts related to the future treatment wetlands and land
acquisitions would be subject to additional environmental review.
The sustainability guidelines of the City are referenced in the IRP
Facilities Plan, which is also referenced in the Draft EIR. Comment
noted.

Response to Comment 023-16

The Environmentally Superior Alternative, described in Section 4 of
the Draft EIR, was developed based on the potential to result in
significant impacts discussed in the Draft EIR. Although other
Alternatives other than Alternative 1 would provide benefits such as
potentially increased recycled water use, these alternatives would
likely result in slightly higher adverse impacts than Alternative 1, as
identified in the Draft EIR. Because the Draft EIR focuses on adverse
impacts, the selection of the Environmentally Superior Alternative is
based solely on adverse impact, rather than potential benefits. As the
energy consumption and associated air emissions of the various
project-level components were quantified, this was the best means of
determining the Environmentally Superior Alternative. Regarding the
comment that recycled water usage could result in some offsets in
energy by reducing the amount of potable water that would have to
be imported, refer to response to comment AJ3-34.

However, it should also be noted that the beneficial aspects of the
Project Alternatives have been considered in the identification of
Alternative 4 as the Recommended Alternative described in
Section 1.5 of this Final EIR.

Regarding the comment about consideration of cumulative air
impacts in the vicinity of Hyperion in the determination of the
Environmentally Superior Alternative, it should be noted that the
primary difference between improvements at Hyperion between the
Alternatives is that under Alternatives 2, 3, and 4, Hyperion
improvements would include a new truck loading facility, new
digesters, and two new secondary clarifier modules. Under
Alternative 1, Hyperion improvement would include the same
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facilities plus an extra module of secondary clarifiers. The difference in construction and operational emission between the two scenarios for Hyperion
improvements would be marginal and would not likely result in differences in cumulative air quality in the vicinity of Hyperion among the Alternatives.
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ADDITIONAL DRAFT EIR COMMEN'S. L.A. City Integrated Resources Plan

From Rex Frankel, director,

Ballona Ecosystem Education Project
6U38 west 75™ street

L.A. CA 90045

310-572-6491

3/31/2006

What is the monthly cost to each household for the IRP, which does nat include costs for
full citywide TMDL compliance, and for how many years will it be charged to
ratepayers? According to Facilities Plan Volume 3 page 8-18, the IRP’s cost, which
ranges between $2.9 and $3.2 billion, it is stated that single family “lifecycle costs” will
range from $90 to $96 per month. What is the monthly cost to each ratepayer of full
citywide TMDL compliance based on using conventional treatment plants, as detailed in
altemative LR1.( in Facilitics Plan volume 4. subvolume 2) and for which a total cost is
stated as $9.3 billion?

How is it that then Draft EIR (page 2-61) states that nn treatmant wetlands are allowed
within 10,000 feet of the perimeter of LAX while the City has recently permitted the
construction of the Playa Vista treatment wetland, known as the “freshwater marsh”, at
the intersection of Lincoln and Jefferson Blvds? Clearly, this site is within the 10,000
foot perimeter. This is not a plausible reason to rule out consideration of a treatment
wetland in the east end of the Playa Vista parcel L), as was called for in our letter on the
Notice of Preparation,

What are the 831 acres of land, which includes “vacant urban lots™ in the east San
Fernando Valley that the Facilities Plan (volume 3 page 7-13) considers available for
recharge sites currently used for? The Final EIR should include a map of the sites that
make up these 831 acres.

In the discussion of treatment wetland loading rates, (facilities plan volume 3, page 6-18)
in which rates are stated as varying trom 2 to 10 cm per day, do open water treatment
wetlands require 5 times as much land area as subsurface flow constructed wetlands to
trcat the same amount of flow? If a citywide network uf seasunal slorage ( as described in
facilities plan volume 3 page 7-20) is used for all of the runoff that is targeted for capture
citywide, and the runoff is treated all year-round, how many acres of both open water and
subsurface flow treatment wetlands would be needed to treat this runoff to standards of
either discharge or beneficial use?

4247 pm
313!/20(\{

j024-1

f024-2

f024-3

o244

@%M
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Letter 024. Signatory — Ballona Ecosystem
Education Project

Response to Comment 024-1

Information regarding the total costs and ratepayer costs for the
various Project Alternatives will be available during the EIR
certification and project approval process. Estimated total costs and
ratepayer costs for the Alternative 4, which is the Recommended
Alternative, are currently being prepared based on detailed Capital
Improvement Program scheduling. This information will be made
available during the project approval process.

Response to Comment O24-2

The Playa Vista treatment wetland is not a part of the IRP.

Section 2.2.2.5 of the Draft EIR states that treatment wetlands that
are part of the IRP would not be located in the air operations area of
the potentially affected airport as defined in the FAA Advisory
Circular No. 150/5200-33A. Regarding the question about the Playa
Vista wetlands, the FAA circular includes provisions for a safety
assessment of wildlife attractants within the recommended buffer
distance, and the referenced wetlands may have been sited following
such an evaluation.

Response to Comment 024-3

Although the IRP Facilities Plan considered areas of potential
replenishment, among other things, as described in Section 1.2.2 and
Section 3.1.2 of the Draft EIR, no specific sites (only preliminary)
have been identified for program-level components, such as wet
weather runoff - non-urban regional recharge, therefore, subsequent
environmental analysis will be conducted once a specific project
description and site locale has been determined.

Response to Comment 024-4

The treatment wetlands component would use both surface and
subsurface wetlands, but the decision to use either or both
technologies would be based on site-specific factors and treatment
goals. In addition, various types of treatment wetlands technologies
are available, and such systems are dynamic in that the design
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configurations, plant palette, wetlands type (surface or subsurface), enhancements, etc. all contribute the effectiveness of the wetlands. As such, treatment
flow rates and wetlands acreage will significantly vary and cannot be determined without site-specific parameters, including treatment objectives. Because
of this, exact acreage estimates cannot be developed at this time. As described under response to comment 024-3, above, no specific sites have been
identified for program-level components, such as dry weather runoff - treatment wetlands, therefore, subsequent environmental analysis will be conducted
once a specific project description and site locale has been determined.
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S | | . é; * Letter 025. Signatory — The River
Project, Director

From: <winter @theriverproject.org>
To: <irp-eir@san.lacity.org>
Date: Fri, Mar 31, 2006 8:18 PM
Subject: comments

Attached please find comments from

Melanie Winter

11950 Ventura Blvd. #9
Studio City, CA 91604
818-980-9660

The River Project
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March 31, 2006

Jawahar P. Shah, EIR Coordinator
Wastewater Engineering Services Division
2714 Media Center Drive

Los Angeles, CA 90065

Comments on the City of Los Angeles Department of Public Works Bureau
of Sanitation and Department of Water and Power
INTEGRATED RESOURCES PLAN Draft Environmental Impact Report

Re: Qualified Support for Alternative 4

11250 Vantura Bhd., 2 8

Studio City, California 91604

lel: B18-980-9660

The River Project would like to offer our qualified support for Alternative 4:
Tillman Expansion (to 100mgd) with Cisterns as the preferred alternative.

fiaa: 818-880-07 00

www. ThaRiverProject.org

We incorporate by reference the comments offered jointly by ADRO, Inc., Asian
American Drug Abuse Program, California Water Impact Network, Dorothy
Green, Mono Lake Committee, Southemn California Watershed Alliance and
Surfrider Foundation.

We also offer the following additional comments:

Regarding proposed new sewer alignments, we strongly oppose inclusion of Woodbridge Park
as an alternative during construction, and also urge you to consider the leng-term implications of  fozs.1
constructing a sewer line under the Los Angeles River in a reach that has strong restoration
potential. |
Approaches to treatment of dry weather runoff in tributary streams in the San Fernando Valley 1
should include consideration of sand filters, infiltration trenches, and in the long term —

particularly in the case of Pacoima Wash — reclamation of the natural, sandy streambed to

address both contaminants (see Regional Water Quality Control Board Metals TMDL for the LA [225-2
River) and groundwater recharge, among other benefits. Treatment wetlands are not always
the most appropriate approach in the San Fernando Valley, and construction of urban runoff
plants should only be considered as a last resort.

Furthermare, we would like to elaborate on three comments made in the above referenced joint
letter. The first regarding the City Council receiving accompanying recommendations for
important changes needed in Los Angeles’ building codes that will allow on-site stormwater
management and improved dry weather runoff management; the second regarding the City
Council receiving an itemized list of potential funding opportunities to be leveraged through
integrated management activities; and the third regarding the recommendation to develop a
parallel outreach plan.

Through our participation on the IRP Steering Committee, we are aware of numerous policies,
ordinances, building codes, and planning department procedures that were specifically identified
by stakeholders and IRP staff as 'stumbling blocks’ to implementation of Leadership Projects
and to the IRP overall.

WB062006007SCO SCO176179.03.05.01/RTC/Organizations_1.doc 08/06

Letter O25. Signatory — The River Project, Director
Page 2

Response to Comment 025-1

Comment noted. Refer to response to comment O21-1 regarding
concerns related to use of Woodbridge Park. Regarding a
suggested Los Angeles River alignment, refer to response to
comment AJ31-2.

Response to Comment 025-2

As described in Section 1 of the Draft EIR, the IRP is a plan for
the City of Los Angeles to provide for its wastewater needs, while
integrating water management techniques. Although the IRP
components were based on an extensive facilities plan process, the
components carried through as components analyzed in the Draft
EIR do not limit or hinder the City from pursuing other
alternatives or methods of water conservation or management. The
use of treatment wetlands or URPs to improve the quality of dry
weather urban runoff would be evaluated on a case-by-case basis,
and if determined to be feasible, cost effective, and meet the goals
of the project, would be further considered for implementation.
These components of the Recommended Alternative would not
preclude the use of other runoff quality management alternatives.
Comment noted.
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Letter O25. Signatory — The River Project, Director
Page 3

Response to Comment 025-3

In addition, numerous Steering Committee are active participants in other compatible efforts
such as the Integrated Regional Water Management Plan; Prop O; the evolving ASCE
countywide funding strategy; and the Ballona, Arroyo Seco, Compton Creek, Sun Valley, Upper
Los Angeles River and Tujunga Watershed Management Plans.

Comment noted.

An IRP Policy Alignment Group comprised of those stakeholders who expressed interest in

following through on these issues at the October Steering Committee meeting should be

convened by Commissioner Daniels to work with IRP staff to produce documents that provide

the City Council with specific guidance and recommendations. 253

Similarly, we encourage the IRP staff to continue working with both the Management Advisory
Committee and the Steering Committee to both develop and implement the parallel outreach
plan.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment and we look forward to continuing this important work
together.

© Melanie Winter
Director
818.980.9660
winter@theriverproject.org
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M5 Wilshire Buulevard

Las Angeles, CA 20010-1904

027-1

02?-2

027-3

L alternative is to be considered.

3426218 P.81

191

(213) 3874287 phonc
(213) 387-5383 fax

LUB

“Foundlo (v

Suite 320 Angeles Chaprer

February 27, 2006
RE: Draft Environmental Report (DEIR)
Intcgrated Resources Plan (IRP) SCH No. 2004071091, SCAG No. 120040466

While the Sierra Club is generally in favor of the most water/energy efficieat solution (including

maximum recycling) for any project, The Central Group of the Chapter wishes to address the

speciﬁl:s of potential park land use in this proposal’s alternatives that involve choosing routes for the
ortheast Interceptor Sewer (NEIS H) and the Glendale-Burbank Interceptor Sewer (GBIS).

-Ofgrm-.mnnanisdwpownﬂalprﬂmmmlmofpubﬁcpaﬁlwih{mmmﬁ:mm:

facilities ( 1-2 acres for each) if the NEIS II ' West and GBIS South routes are chosen. NEIS I West

would necessitate a loss of picnic grounds if the Griffith Park Pecan Grove shaft site were chosen.
'Ihc GBIS South route would take park from both the Travel Town area of Griffith Park as well as
possibly Woodbridge Park.

On the other hand NEIS I East and GBIS North routes could avoid all park impacts by placing the
NEIS II terminus at Brazil Street and by GBIS using the North Hollywood Caltrans Yard instead of
Woodbridgo Park. .

Potential impacts to parkland and the recreation involved there have not been properly addressed in
this DEIR. Hundreds of people who regularly picnic in the patentially affected sites have not been
counted, In addition there is a possibility Iur twice the impact- the loss of two acres for a treatment

plant is twice as much as one.

[ The Central Group opposes the loss of any urban core parkland and for that reason urges you to

select the NEIS IT and GBIS altemnatives that will cause NO damage to recreation and sorely needed
valuable parkland. These are alternatives NEIS IT East with Brazil Street as the terminus and GBIS

L Nmth with the North Hollywood Caltgans Yard (as opposed to Woodbridge Park) for shaft sites,
The introduction of the “hybrid alternative™ at this late date is troublesome and we feel not

adequately studicd to be included for comments. A supplemental EIR must be prepared if this

e, Moc31 2600
Bimocrlt: félﬁizwqu‘ s _
Tiii . s, Guh B o
Sallie W. Nowbancr, Vice Chair @}\323 342-6210

D  From:
© Salfie W. Pudbauer,
Central G , M""\Chb

=299 i n‘f..-af:]'(ph‘f‘Fﬁ‘]
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Letter O27. Signatory —
Group

Sierra Club Angeles Chapter — Central

Response to Comment 027-1

As described in response to comment O21-1, various issue and
resource portions of Section 3 of the Draft EIR address in detail the
potential impacts of the construction of shaft sites and the
operation of aboveground facilities (i.e., ATFs) as it relates to the
potential aesthetic, land use and recreational impacts on adjacent
land uses. Project features and mitigation measures (such as
AES-MM-3, AES-MM-4, REC-MM-3 and REC-MM-5) have been
included to reduce the impacts of the project by locating the
construction and operation such that the location least affects the
recreational resource. Specifically, Sections 3.16.2.2 and 3.16.2.3
of the Draft EIR addresses in great detail the potential impacts of
construction and operation of proposed shaft sites and ATFs on
parkland/recreation. In addition, refer to comment letter O16 for
the City's Los Angeles Zoo Department's preferences. Section 1.5
of this Final EIR details the Recommended Alternative, including
the staff recommended NEIS II and GBIS alignments (including
recommended options and shaft sites). Comments noted.

Response to Comment O27-2

Neither of the NEIS II and GBIS alignments completely avoids
recreational areas. Impacts to recreation, as well as all the other
environmental issues addressed in the Draft EIR, were taken into
consideration when determining the Recommended Alternative,
including the staff recommended NEIS II and GBIS alignments
(refer to Section 1.5 of this Final EIR for details).

Response to Comment 027-3

Refer to response to comment AJ13-2.
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March 30, 2006

Re: Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) for
Los Angeles Integrated Resources Plan (IRP)
Glendale-Burbank Interceptor Sewer (GBIS) component

Dear Jawahar P, Shah:

We have serious concerns about deficiencies in the DEIR for the new City of Los Angeles IRP
released in November by the Public Works (Bureau of Sanitation) and Water and Power
departments. Most have been thoroughly addressed through the comment letters submitted by
the City of Burbank and others, which we largely support.

What we find particularly alarming though is the so-called "hybrid" of the north and south
alignments of the GBIS.

Regardless of its merits, introducing the "hybrid" separate from and much later than the DEIR,
thus circumventing proper CEQA processes, is wholly inappropriate. Such a proposal might
well have been included in future revisions of the DEIR or EIR. However, presenting it as an
end run around proper process disallows sufficient time for and appropriate consideration of its
merits.

Interestingly, the "hybrid"” leaves untouched that portion of the southern alignment going thmug'
Griffith Park. Yet it circumvents a much less intensely used golf course, and goes through
residential areas where the health and quality of life risks to residents are far greater. Also,
Jjudging by the map in the DEIR, zones of liquefaction tend to be further north in the potentially
impacted areas. The "hybrid" proposal routes the GBIS needlessly north.

We look forward to the removal of this "hybrid" of questionable value from consideration, at
least until it can be properly introduced, substantiated, mapped, and subjected to proper CEQA

fo2s-1

jo28-2

process.
»

Respectfully,

gl Dunirlirnge

Delphine Trowbridge
Sierra Club- Angeles Chapter-
Verdugo Hills Group Chair

WB062006007SCO SCO176179.03.05.01/RTC/Organizations_1.doc 08/06

Letter 028. Signatory — Sierra Club
Angeles Chapter — Verdugo Hills Group

Response to Comment O28-1

Regarding the comment expressing concerns about the Draft EIR,
please see the responses to comment letters submitted by the City
of Burbank (AJ1, AJ13, AJ22, AJ30, AJ31, AJ32, and AJ36).
Regarding the comments about how the “hybrid” alignment, please
see Section 1.5.2.2 of this Final EIR for a description and
discussion of the staff recommended GBIS Alignment (same as the
referenced hybrid alignment) and the responses to comment letter
AJ13. One of the purposes of key functions of CEQA is to allow
public review and input on Draft EIRs to identify additional
mitigation measures and to identify ways to avoid impacts. The
staff recommended GBIS Alignment described in Section 1.5.2.2
would accomplish this and result in a substantial reduction in
potential impacts discussed in the Draft EIR, and specifically
addresses many of the concerns expressed by other jurisdictions
and members of the public that submitted comments on GBIS
during the 120-day public review and comment period for the
Draft EIR. The staff recommended GBIS Alignment is therefore
considered consistent with the spirit and intent of CEQA.

Response to Comment O28-2

The staff recommended GBIS Alignment would use the western
portion of the GBIS North Alignment described in the Draft EIR
and would be constructed from the same shaft sites identified for
the GBIS South Alignment in the Draft EIR. The potential health
effects from construction and operation of the GBIS alignments
are discussed in Section 3.4 Air Quality and Section 3.10,
Hazardous Materials. As discussed in the Draft EIR, significant
health effects associated with tunneling are not anticipated. In
addition, refer to response to comment AJ2, which addresses
concerns about potential health effects associated with
contaminated groundwater in the City of Burbank. The Draft EIR
(Section 3.4) identifies a potential for localized air quality impacts
related to exceedances of the CAAQS and NAAQS during
construction; however, because the staff recommended GBIS
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Alignment would use the Caltrans Maintenance Yard Shaft Site for construction, the potential for localized impacts to residents would be minimal. Related
to this, all of the GBIS alignments would use this terminating shaft site and therefore, the staff recommended GBIS Alignment (which uses the western
portion of the GBIS North Alignment) would not result in greater potential for health impacts, as suggested by the commenter. In addition, because the
majority of the construction activities for the western portion of all GBIS alignments would occur at a shaft site (Caltrans Maintenance Yard Shaft Site)
that is common to all of the GBIS alignments, the staff recommended GBIS Alignment would not result in greater quality of life impacts to residents than
the GBIS South Alignment, as suggested by the commenter. Regarding the comment about liquefaction, as discussed on page 3.9-50 in Section 3.9 of the
Draft EIR, GBIS would be located at depths beneath soils susceptible to liquefaction. Lastly, the staff recommended GBIS Alignment is not needlessly
routed to the north, as suggested by the commenter. Rather, the staff recommended GBIS Alignment addresses concerns expressed about the eastern
portion of the GBIS North Alignment and specifically routes the eastern portion of the alignment to the south. In addition, as discussed in Section 1.5.2.2
of this Final EIR, the western portion of the staff recommended GBIS Alignment uses the western portion of the GBIS South Alignment due to
contingency response issues.
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Letter 029. Signatory — Toluca Lake
ko Homeowners Association

Response to Comment 029-1

Y our opposition to the GBIS alignments is noted. The project

March 29, 2006 impacts for the GBIS alignments are discussed under the various
Jawahar P. Shah, Coordinator impact discussions in Section 3 of the Draft EIR, and in
c S Bureau of Sanitation Section 1.5.2.2 of this Final EIR.
“stablished 1965 WESD.
2714 Media Center Drive Response to Comment 029-2
BOARD OF DIRECTORS Los Angeles CA 90065

The comment refers to the Toluca Lake Homeowners Association
Clayton Cook Dear Mr. Shah: re: IRP/GBIS Plan dated De.cember 1, 2005 in which the assqciation recommended a
GBIS alignment along the Los Angeles River. For a response to

Roy P. Disney o
this issue, refer to response to comment AJ31-2.

Stan Hyman The Toluca Lake Homeowners Association, representing
Steven Mayer members who are residents in Toluca Lake which stretches
Kevin Mulvey across Clybourn that separates both cities, opposes at this

point in time all three plans that have been generated to date

St it — the North and South Alignment and the Hybrid Plans. All i

of them should be taken off the table for any consideration

Jackie Sharp

Norman Tyre, D. E. . . : .
whatsoever. Potential serious impact to residential homes

Keith Wheeler x :
and properties are facing any one of these plans; such

Davi .
avid Zollman impacts show no partiality to any one jurisdiction or body

Frank L. Zugelter politic — Mother Nature sees to that.

As of February 2006, the Association espoused a viable
alternative line that should be sought, this before the first disclosure of the
last plan, the Hybrid Plan (without due Notice and any EIR Report
attached to it) on Wednesday, Feb. 22™ | at the meeting sponsored by the
TL Chamber of Commerce, the GTL Neighborhood Council, and our
Association, held at our local HoneyBaked Ham restaurant, Riverside o
Drive.  Please read the accompanying Association’s FEBRUARY
NEWSLETTER* on our position at that point in time. Further, the

Association commends the City of Burbank on its proposed March 30"

letter to you, copy* enclosed and to which a March 28" Memo* from a
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Jawahar P. Shah, Coordinator Page 2 of 2
Bureau of Sanitation March 29, 2006
Los Angeles CA

consulting Geologist firm [Richard C. Slade & Associates] is attached. The
conclusion drawn is that a public agency “should not approve a project
where feasible alternatives would substantially lessen significant
environmental impacts,” and the Association urges you to perform a CEQA
analysis of additional alignment alternatives, including one under the current
channeled Los Angeles River. Certainly, being done now at a time much
carlier than start of construction in 2010 is much to be desired. The
Association is in agreement with this conclusion.

As a personal observation, the undersigned suggests that both cities’

representatives contact the Army Corp of Engineers, which controls the right-
of-way of at least the portion of the river suitable for location of the
proposed sewer line. It may very well have significant geological data on the

soil in that vicinity of the river and which could be helpful towards arriving at a

suitable alternative to the present plans any one of which could potentially

impact residential areas.

Respectfully,

Frank L. Zugelter, Pres. f
cc: (with attachments*)
Councilman Thomas LaBonge, CD # 4
Burbank City Council
Toluca Lake Chamber of Commerce
Atin: Richard Bogy, Gov. Affairs Chair
Greater Toluca Lake Neighborhood Council

Q29-3

025-4

Letter O29. Signatory — Toluca Lake Homeowners Association
Page 2

Response to Comment 029-3

Regarding the desire for a CEQA analysis of a GBIS alignment
along the Los Angeles River, refer to response to comment AJ31-2
and AJ31-4.

Response to Comment 029-4

Comment noted. Because the staff recommended GBIS Alignment
would cross the Los Angeles River near Forest Lawn Drive and
Pass Avenue, coordination with the Army Corp of Engineers will
occur during the design process.
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Letter O29. Signatory — Toluca Lake Homeowners Association
FEBRUARY 2006

)\LERT First Class Mail Page 3
TOLUCA LAKE TARGETED FOR MAJOR SEWER PROJECT ‘“-5- FO=TACH

paIr
. b a5
Permit No. 894
Frank L Zugeher
10108 Toluca Lake Ave
Toluca Lake CA 91602

Established 1964 Recently, public hearings were held for a major sewer project
proposal called the Integrated Resources Plan (IRP). Many
members of our community may not have received notice of this
proposed project or subsequent hearings. Prepared by the city. the

BOARD OF DIRECTORS EIR Report for this plan focuses heavily on the Toluca Lake com-
munity and is fraught with major issues which could affect us for
Clayton Cook many years.

Roy P. Disney One alternative (the GBIS South Alignment) begins near the L. A.
Zoo. continues down Forest Lawn Drive, to Barham Blvd. then west
beneath the Los Angeles river (through Lakeside Golf Club) onto Valley
Steven Mayer Spring Lane, then north along the 101, west along Moorpark ending at or
near Woodbridge Park (This is an approximate route.)
The second alternative (the GBIS North Alignment) proposes a route
Jackie Sharp from the L. A. Zoo. through the Rancho neighborhood of Burbank, then
west on Riverside Drive and again ending at or near Woodbridge Park. (This
Norman Tyre is an approximate route.) The residents of Burbank have sent hundreds of
letters in opposition to this alternative and have the support of the Mayor of
Burbank and the Burbank City Council to push this project into our
David Zollman community (South Alignment)

Stan Hyman

Kevin Mulvey

Keith Wheeler

Frank L. Zugelter The proposed project is major construction and would significantly impact
our neighborhood for many, many months ... perhaps years. These impacts will
include. but would not be limited to:

air quality (sewage odors and pollutants)

- ground settlement nvar homes and in streets
noise and vibration

- excessive traffic

- possible declining property values.

The proposal includes tunneling in most areas and above ground in others.
Single family homes and occupants will be affected.

It is critical for all of us to voice our concerns to Councilman Tom l.aBonge
and Lo insist the City of Los Angeles put more effort into finding another alternative
that will upgrade the city's sewer infrastructure withaut having a detrimental and
disruptive effect on our neighborhoods. The existing L.A. River south of the river
right-of-way to Woodbridge Park is a viable alternative (the EIR already
proposes a section of the route beneath the river).
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